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are removed, and every man shall be in his place, | 


‘and it suits their convenience ? 

Mr. WINSLOW. I do not propose to post- 
pone an organization in consequence of any gen- 
tleman’s sickness, but here members who have 
left town have been detained in consequence of an 
accident. They, or most of them, will be here 
to-morrow, and probably all of them the nei 


day. 
Mr. STANTON. I should be glad to know if | 


| Hatton, Hawkins, Hill, Hindman, Hou 


the gentleman does not really suppose that some | 
of those absentees have absented themselves with | 
a view to facilitate an organization? 

Mr. WINSLOW. I think I may say I am 
perfectly assured of the contrary. 

Mr. STANTON. I submit, if they are absent 
from the city without pair, whether it does not 
afford a strong presumption that they are absent 
for that purpose? 

Mr. WINSLOW. Perhaps we can get some 
specific information on that point from gentlemen 
upon the other side of the House. 

Mr.STANTON. Weare of opinion that there 
are some absentees with that view. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Can the gentleman give us | 
their names? 

Mr. STANTON. 
erty if I could. 

Mr. WINSLOW. If the gentleman desires a 
call of the House, I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. STANTON. Let us have a call of the 
House, that we may see what occasion there is 
for not taking a vote. I move that there be acall 
of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The roll of the House was called; when the fol- 
lowing members failed to answer to their names: 

Messrs. Adrain, Barr, Beale, Blair, Brown, Carter, Clark 
B. Cochrane, Covode, Curry, Dimmick, Haskin, Hughes, 
Irvine, Jenkins, Jones, Killinger, Kunkel, Leake, Long 
necker, Maclay, McKean, Moorhead, Pendleton, Reynolds, 
Sickles, William Smith, Stallworth, Stevenson, Vallandig 
ham, Van Wyck, Webster, Wood, Woodson, and Wright. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. McPHERSON stated that Mr. Covopre 
had paired off with Mr. Leake until Thursday, 
at twelve o’clock, m. : 

Mr. HICKMAN stated that Mr. Haskin had 

aired off with Mr. Wricur, of Tennessee, until 
Vriday, twelve o’clock, m. 

Mr. CRAWFORD stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Jones, had been called home on urgent busi- 
ness, and that he was paired off with Mr. Irvine, 
of New York. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE stated that Mr. 
Kuwke had paired off with Mr. Carrer. 

Mr. McK NIGHT stated that Mr. Loneneck- 
ER had paired off with Mr. Harris, of Virginia, 
until Wednesday, at twelve o’clock, m.; also, that 
Mr. Moorueap had paired off with Mr. Woop- 
son uritil twelve o’clock, m., on Friday. 

Mr. NIXON stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Stevenson until twelve o’clock, m., on 
Thursday. 

Mr. RUST stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Woop. 

Mr. STRATTON stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Curry until to-morrow. 

Mr. TAYLOR stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Beaxe until Friday. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, stated that Mr. 
Wessrer had paired off’ with Mr. KiLuncer 
until to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. 

Mr. MeCLERNAND stated that Mr. Penp.ie- 


I would not take that lib- 


be taken to-day. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, stated that | 
Mr. Barr had paired off with Mr. Surru, of Vir- 
ginia, until Thursday, at twelve o’clock, m. 

Mr. HOARD stated that Mr. Dimmicx had 
paired off with Mr. McKeay. 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland, stated that 
Mr. Hveues had paired off with Mr. Curtis. 

It was also stated that Mr. Barr had paired off 
with Mr. Van Warck. 

Mr. BURNETT. 


now adjourn. 


Mr. WILSON demanded the yeas and nays. | 


2) 


I move that the House do 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. 

rn ™ ¢ e . ‘ 

rhe question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 90, nays 106; as follows: 

Y EAS— Messrs. Thomas L. Anderson, Ashmore, Avery, 
Barksdale, Barrett, Bocock, Bonham, Boteler, Bouligny, 
Boyce, Brabson, Branch, Briggs, Bristow, Burch, Burnett, 
John B. Clark, Clemens, Clopton, John Cochrane, Cooper, 


Cox, James Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, Davidson, H. 
Winter Davis, John G. 
Edmundson, English, Etheridge, Florence, Fouke, Garnett, 
Gartrell, Gilmer, Hamilton, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, 
on, Jackson, Keitt, 


|} Lamar, Landrum, Larrabee, James M. Leach, Logan, Love, 
Mallory, Charles D. Martin, Elbert 8. Martin, Maynard, | 


McClernand, McQueen, Mchiae, Miles, Millson, Montgom- 
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Davis, Reuben Davis, De Jarnette, | 


ery, Sydenham Moore, Isaae N. Morris, Nelson, Niblack, | 


Noell, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, Riggs, 
James C. Robinson, Ruffin, Scott, Simms, Singleton, Wil- 
liam N. H. Smith, James A. Stewart, Stokes, Stout, 
Thomas, Underwood, Vance, Whiteley, and Winslow—90. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Al 
drich, Allen, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Bab 
bitt, Bingham, Blake, Brayton, Butiinton, Burlingame, 
Burnham, Burroughs, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Case, 
Horace F. Clark, Cobb, Colfax, Cenkling, Corwin, Curtis, 
Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, 


Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, frank, French, | 


Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Helmick, Hick 
man, Hoard, Holman, Howard, Humphrey, Hutchins, Jun 
kin, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kil 
gore, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, 
McKnight, McPherson, Millward, Laban ‘'T’. Moore, Mor 
rill, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Olin, Palmer, Pennington, 
Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Rice, Christopher Rob 
inson, Royee, Schwartz, Seranton, Sherman, Somes, 
Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, William Stewart, 
Tappan, ‘Theaker, ‘Tompkins, Train, ‘Trimble, Vandever, 
Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
buru, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, Wil- 


son, Windom, and Woodrutl—106. 


|} absent who have for the 


| have been very liberal on the 


So the House refused to adjourn. 
Mr. KILGORE. 
very anxXwous to £& 
a proposition to g 


I know that all parties are 
‘ta vote, and I desire to make 
entlemen upon the other side, 


which L think a very fairone, and one which they | 


ought to accede to. There are two gentlemen 
last four weeks persist- 
ently, and I think very consistently, voted against 
the Democratic candidate. 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 
Mr. KILGORE. Messrs. 
noLps. If gentlemen upon the other side will 
furnish pairs for those two gentlemen—and they 


Who are they? 


subject of pairs— 
we will furnish pairs for the two absent gentle- 
men who have voted acainst us. {Laughter.] 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. To enable gentle- 


| men to consider that proposition, which 1s fair 


and wise, | will move that this House do now 
adjourn. [Renewed laughter.] 
Mr. STANTON demanded the yeas and nays. 
Mr. GROW. I submit the point of order that 


| no business has intervened since the last vote on 


a motion to adjourn. 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. A very important 


proposition has been submitted by the gentle- 


Apraiwn and Rey- | 


man from Indiana. That, | think, 1s parliament- | 
| ary business. 


Mr. WINSLOW. I desire to make one more 
appeal to gentlemen upon the other side. Those 
gentlemen who have had any experience of the 


| mode of doing business in the House of Repre- 
| sentatives, must know that no vote can be taken 


| unless the minority consent to it. 


If the new 


| members on the other side who have had no ex- | 


perience of night sessions wish to have a little 


| experience of that kind, lam willing to give them 


| ment. 


| ought to consent to an adjournment. 
TON was absent under a belief that no vote would || 


a taste of it. [Cries of ** We will try it!’’ from the 
Republican side.] I think, however, that they 
I will say 
this, that, so far as I am concerned—and I know 
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| men, they are absent by mere accident. 
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concerned, I will not hereafter resist voting on 
account of absentees. 

Mr. GROW. Let us try to-merrow. 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. I voted on the 
last vote against an adjournment. I will say now 
to gentlemen on the opposit: side of the House, 
that if they have any intelligence whatever that 
these men who are now absent are absent from 
necessity or by accident, I will vote for an ad- 


journment; but, sir, I do not think it consistent 


with my duty as a Representative upon this fleor 
to vote for an adjournment because men absent 
themselves from the House. We have been en- 
deavoring for four weeks to elect a Speaker, but 
we have been unsuccessful. Now, when gentle- 
men absent themselves from this House witheut 
a pair, are we to stay here voting day after day 
to adjourn until they choose to come In? 

Mr. WINSLOW. I willsay tothe gentleman 
upon the other side of the House that [ believe | 
know the reason of the algence of all these gen- 
tlemen. Twoof them, I have learned from their 
own lips, have been called hence by business. of 
such an imperative character that they were bound 
to attend to it. With regard to two other gentle- 
j 1 have 
learned by telegraph to-day that they are absent 
owing to the failure of trains to connect. An- 
other gentleman left the Hall understanding that 
no vote would be taken to-day. 

Mr. STANTON. I Gol ask the gentleman 
from North Carolina, if he expects that these ab- 
sent gentlemen will be here to-morrow? 

Mr. WINSLOW. | expect three of them cer- 
tainly. 


Mr. STANTON. Then there will be no ob- 


| jection, I presume, to a vote being taken to-mor- 


row. 

Several Members on the Democratic side. We 
will make no agreements. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. We will make 
no bargain, and I give notice thatI have got a ten 
hours’ speech ready, and if this thing is to be 


forced upon us I will take the floor and make it. 


many of my friends agree with me on this point || 


—this matter of resisting a vote because gentle 
men choose to abgent themselves, cannot be per- 
mitted much longer. ‘To-day, however, I think 


it due to gentlemen who are absent that a vote | 


should not be pressed. 
Mr. STANTON. 


ment that we shall have a vote to-morrow at some 


convenient hour, I will consent to an adjourn- || 
[Cries of ** No!”’ ** No!” from the Repub- | 


\ 


| lican benches. } 


Mr. WINSLOW. Iwill say this, that as soon 
as these absent gentlemen return, so far as I am 


If there can be any agree- | 


Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. I do rot wantto 
force a vote upon you. , 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 
of my motion to adjourn ? 

The CLERK. It is pending. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. I demand the yeas and nays 
on it. 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. I want to say 
that there was no gentleman upon this floor more 
anxious to go home than I was. I could not get 
a pair. I was in that unfortunate position that I 
could get no gentleman to pair with me. Noy, 
I submit whether it is fair that gentlemen whe 
have been voting with the Democrats, who have 
been recognized as Democrats, who have consist- 
ently supported the Democratic nominee, up, to 
the disbandment, if I may say so, of the Demo- 
cratic party, [laughter,] is it fair that they should 
leave the House without being paired, and with- 
out any apology whatever for their absence, and 
require me to stay here day after day, and week 
after week, and vote to adjourn this House, for 
the purpose of allowing chenn to be present to 
vote? There is no man upon this floor, as I have 
said on several occasions, more opposed to a sec- 
tional organization of this House than I am; there 
is no one who will vote for it at a more remote 
time than I will. But, I submit whether I am to 
be tortured by coming here day after day, and 
going through the monotonous routine of calling 
the roll of yeas and nays, or voting for this man 


What has become 


| or that man, without any result, while gentlemen 
| opposite absent themselves? I say that I am op- 


posed to it. I voted against the adjournment on 
the last vote, and I intend to continue to vote 
against an adjournment, unless some gentleman 
upon the opposite side of the House can say upon 
his authority, knowing it to be true, that these 


| members who are absent are absent by accident, 


or from imperative necessity. 
Mr. KEITT. The gentleman from North Car- 
olina has just said that. 


Mr. HOUSTON. There isa good deal of force 
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in what has fallen from the member from Ken- 
tucky. Itis very hard upon those gentlemen— 
and I, of course, am one of the number—who 
remain here and endeavor to discharge their duty 
to the country. The gentleman from Kentucky 
ought to remember, however, that a rigid rule has 
not been enforced heretofcre. 

Several Republican MembBERs. 
now. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Gentlemen say, * let it be 
now;’’ but | ask if that is altogether fair to gen- 
tlemen who have left, and who are not permitted 
to return because of the failure to make a connec- 
tion, as stated by the gentleman from North Car- 
oling? ‘These gentlemen made an effort to get 
here this morning, but were unable to do so be- 
cause the trains failed to connect. Now, I appeal 
to the gentleman from Kentucky, and desire to 
know of him whether, under these circumstances, 
it is right to press a vote, or to press those of us 
who are disposed to have a faur vote wih none is 
taken, into a tedious night session. I say I ask 
him whether he cannot find it consistent with his 
views of duty to vote to adjourn, and afford an 
opportunity to those who are absent by no fault 
of theirs, to return? 

Mr. Clerk, I am disposed, so far as I am con- 
cerned, to get in all oug absent men, and let them 
understand that, so fal as my vote will go after 
that time, | shall be very little disposed to extend 
further indulgence to them. We are placing our- 
selves in a position not altogether as pleasant as 
I could desire, by seeming to resist a vote for 
Speaker when the other side of the House are 
pressing for it; and we are doing it because of the 
absence of gentlemen (in this instance, I admit, 
they could not help it) who ought to be here in 
the discharge of their duties. But | repeat, after 
these gentlemen shall have come in, if they choose 
to fail to participate with those of us who are 
here, in our efforts to organize the House, the re- 
sponsibility will be theirs; and the country ought 
to know that they are the persons who are ob- 


Then let it be 


structing the public business, who are obstruct- || 


ing the organization of the House, or delaying it 
by their absence; and they may be the means of 
putting an individual into that chair who, in my 
judgment, ought not to be there, and who, in the 
judgment of the country, in my opinion, ought 
not to be there. Sir, 1 think we ought to adjourn 
now, and I think the gentleman from Kentucky 
ought to vote with us te adjourn. 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. Will the gentle- 
man from Alabama yicld to me for one moment? 
I will say now to the gentleman from Alabama 
that, if he will state the period at which he ex- 
yects the gentlemen who are now absent will be 
tony Tam ready to vote to adjourn, and not to 
take a ballot until that time; unless itis until next 
spring. s 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Winstow}] has stated that two of 
these gentlemen have telegraphed that they would 
have been here to-day, but for the fact that the 
cars failed tocome. He also stated that three out 
of the four would almost certainly be here to-mor- 
row, One of these gentlemen, the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Penpieron,] told me himself that he 
had a child lying at the point of death in Balti- 
more—a child too sick for him to remain away. 
He was there without a pair during aur recess; 
and because he was without a pair, he returned 
to Washington city this morning, but left again 
to be with his sick child. Iam sure my friend 
from Kentucky would not take advantage of that 
fact. Mr. Penp.eton is paired for to-morrow, as 
I understand, but is not paired for to-day. But 
even if he were paired for to-day, in the absence 
of other gentlemen who left during the holidays, 
and could not get back for reasons which have 


been pasigaed, or even if reasons for their non- | 


return had not been assigned, I ask to know of 
gentlemen whether they believe it to be right to 
force a vote in their absence, and especially in 
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I know it was his in- 
tention to have been here now, and that some 
unavoidable cause has detained him. I had it 


from his lips shortly before his leaving that he | 


should return to be present at the meeting of the 
House, and it is but justice to him to state that 
he is absent through unavoidable necessity. 
The House then (athalf past four o’clock, p.m.) 
adjourned. 
IN SENATE. 
Wepyespay, January 4, 1860. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. P.D.Guriery,D.D. 
CREDENTIALS. 
Mr. HEMPHILL presented the credentials of 
Hon. Louis ‘T. Wicratt, elected a Senator by 


the Legislature of the State of Texas, to fill the | 
vacancy occasioned by the death of Hon. J. | 


Pinckney Henderson; which were read, and the 

oath prescribed by law having been administered 

to Mr. Wiera i, he took his seat in the Senate. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. FESSENDEN presented the petition of 

Elijah R. Merrill, praying for relief on account 

of an injury received while at work for the Gov- 


ernment on Bangs Island, in Portland harbor, | 


Maine; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the memorial of 
citizens of Oakland county, Michigan, praying 


for the construction of a harbor of refuge at the | 
mouth of Grand river, on Lake Michigan; which | 


was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN presented the petition of 


Cromwell P. Swift, an ordnance sergeant in the | 
Army, praying the reimbursement of an amount |: 
expended in the transportation of himself and | 
family while traveling under orders; which was || 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairsand 
Militia. 
He also presented the petition of Cromwell 


P. Swift, an ordnance sergeant in the Army, | 
praying compensation for performing the duties | 


ofassistant commissary of subsistence; which was 


| referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and 


Militia. 
He also presented the memorial of Peay & Ay- 


liffe, praying indemnity for services in carrying | 


the mails from Litle Rock, to Washington, in the 


State of Arkansas; which was referred to the Com- | 


mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. TVERSON presented the memorial of Fred- | 


erick L. Coclase, late a soldier in the Army, pray- 
ing to be allowed a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. LANE presented the petition of H. B. | 
Sonfrville and others, praying that Israel L. | 
Clark may be indemnified for depredations com- || 


mitted by Indians in Oregon; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


He also presented the petition of Oliver Moor | 
and others, praying that Israel L. Clark may be | 


indemnified for depredations committed by the 


Indians in Oregon; which was referred to the | 


Committee on Indian Affairs. 


He also presented the petition of J. W. Gibson | 


and others, praying that the land covered by Lake 
Wapatoo, in 
Brock, on the condition that he drain the same; 


| which was referred to the Committee on Public 


Lands. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. FESSENDEN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Edward N. Kent, praying 
compensation for the use of his invention for separating 


gold from foreign substanees, on the files of the Senate, be 


| referred to the Committee on Finance. 


view of the fact that so rigid a ryle has not been || 


heretofore practiced? They haye a right, and a 
very good right, to suppose that, in their absence, 
there would be an accommodation py pairing or 
adjournment. I move that the House adjourn, 
r.GROW. As gentlemen say the absentees 
will be in to-morrow, I hope the House will ad- 
joury, 
Mr. DAVIS, ef Indiana. 


Before the House | 


On motion of Mr. TRUMBULL, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Frederick E. Sickles, pray- 
ing that his application for an extension of his patent may 
be referred to the Commissioner of Patents, on the files of 
the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Patents and the 


Patent Office. 


On motion of Mr. TRUMBULL, it was 


Ordered, ‘That the petition of William Wallace, of Hli- 
| nois, a soldier in the war of 1812, praying an increase of | 
his pension, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the | 


Committee on Pensions. 


On motion of Mr. DURKEE, it was 


Ordered, ‘That the memorial of John Shaw, praying re- 
; : . : S€ || muneration for losses systained by him in furnishing six 
adjourns, I ask the priyilege of saying a word in || companies of rangers, on the Mississippi, with provisions, 
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regon, may be granted to Levi | 











| reference to the absence of one gentleman—Mr. || ammuiition, &c., during the late war with Great Britain, 
| Avra, of New Jersey. 


|| on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
|| Military Affairs and Militia. 


|| On motion of Mr. SEBASTIAN, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Charles A. Kinkead, on 
behalf of the firm of Livingston, Kinkead & Co., praying 
indemnity for robbery and injuries sustained from the Sioux 
Indians, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. HEMPHILL, it was . 


Ordered, That the memorial of William Money, praying 
| indemnity for horses seized by order of Brigadier General 
| Kearny, during the war with Mexico, and for losses in- 
curred in consequence thereof, on the files of the Senate, be 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


| On motion of Mr. HEMPHILL, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of George Stealey, of Frank- 


| 
| 
| 


fort, Kentucky, praying compensation for services and 
| expenses while on a mission to the Indian tribes in the 
northerf part of California, under authority of the Indian 
commissioners, in 1850-5i, on the files of the Senate, be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. HEMPHILL, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Eliphalet Brown, jr., on 
the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. FESSENDEN, it was 


Ordered, That the report made by the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, on the claim of J. E. Martin, acting consul 
| of the United States at Lisbon, praying compensation for 
| diplomatic services, (No. 182, first session Thirty-Fourth 
Congress,) be printed. 


| 


Mr. FESSENDEN asked, and by unanimous 
| consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

| 34) for the reliefof J. E. Martin; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. POWELL, in pursuance of previous no- 
tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 35) to abolish the franking privilege; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. CHANDLER, in pursuance of previous 
| notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 

bill (S. No. 36) making an appropriation for the 

improvement of the harbor of Grand Haven, in 
| the State of Michigan; which was read twice by 
| its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
| tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 37) making 
an appropriation for deepening the channel over 
St. Clair flats, in the State of Michigan; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BENJAMIN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8S. No. 
38) for the relief of Charles McCormick, assist- 
ant surgeon in the United States Army; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs and Militia. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 39) for the 
|| relief of Simon de Visser and José Villarubia, of 
| New Orleans; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred, with their petition and papers on 
file, to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
|| tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 41) to 
|| affirm certain entries of land in the State of Lou- 
|| isiana; which was read twice by its title, and re- 


ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. HEMPHILL asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
40) for the relief of Susan E. Rhea, late the widow 
of Dr. J. Burrows Gardiner, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 3) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to regulate the 
carrying of passengers in steamships, or other 
vessels,’? approved March 3, 1855, reported it 
without amendment. 

He alsv, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 4) concerning ap- 
peals and writs of error, reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
| was referred the bill (S. No. 5) to supply vacan- 
|| cies in certain offices, reported it without amend- 
| ment. 

He also, from the same corfimittee, to whom 

was referred a resolution of the Legislature of 
| Arkansas in favor of the modification of the laws 
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of Congress regulating trade and intercourse with | ness thrown from one committee to another to 


the Indians, asked to be discharged from its fur- | 


ther consideration, and that it be referred to th: 
Committee on Indian Affairs; which was agreed 
to. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a resolution of the Legislature of 
Arkansas in favor of a law granting to the clerk 
of the circuit court of each county in said State, 
a copy of the Journals of both Houses of Con- 
gress, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred a presentment of the 


grand jury of the United States for the district of 


South Carolina, at Greenville, in relation to the 
depredations on the mail in that district, the unfit- 
ness of the post office building at Greenville for 
the purpose, and the necessity of providing a suit- 
able building for a court-house, have instructed 
me to ask to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration. ‘The committee have previously, on 


many occasions, refused to recommend the build- | 


ing of any more court-houses; but there are other | 


branches of the presentment which belong to a 
separate committee—the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads—and I move the reference 
of the petition, so far as concerns those objects, 
to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY REPORTS. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs and Militia, to whom were referred the 
reports of Major Delafield and Major Mordecai, 


communicated to the Senate on the 14th of May, | 
1858, by the Secretary of War, reported the fol- | 


lowing resolution: 
Resolved, That the reports of Major Delafield, of the Uni- 


ted States engineers, and of Major Mordecai, of the United | 


States ordnance, with their illustrations, as communicated 
to the Senate by the Secretary of War, in May, 1858, be 
printed ; and that ten thousand extra copies 
printed and furnished to the War Department, two thou 


of each be | 


sand copies to be for the use of the Army, and eight thou- | 


sand copies to be distributed to the militia of the United 
States and Territories, in the same ratio as arms are dis- 
tributed to them under the existing laws and regulations. 

Mr. DAVIS. Under the existing law it is 
necessary that that should go to the Committee on 
Printing, and | therefore move that reference. 

ry ° 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOUMAS LAND GRANT. 
Mr. TOOMBS. I present the memorial of 


sundry citizens of the parish of Ascension, in the 


State of Louisiana, complaining of the second | 


section of an act approved the 2d day of June, 


1858, in reference to the land known as the Hov- | 


mas grant, in Louisiana, of which I shall ask a 
reference to the appropriate committee. Proba- 
bly the Committee on Private Land Claims would 


be the one I should have suggested; but the gen- | 


tleman from Louisiana being chairman of that 
committee, his colleague suggested the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. ‘That is a reason which I 


did not suggest, and which the petitioners inform | 


me they did not; but I find that the same Senator 
is also on the Committee on the Judiciary, and as 
it is a competent question for the Committee on 
Public Lands, I move its reference to that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
to having that petition referred to the Committee 
on Public eo on the principle that the gentle- 
man assumes. These matters ought always to 
pass to the appropriate committecs. ) 
son why the Baceaitios on Private Land Claims, 
where it properly belongs, cannot at once take 
charge of this subject, and let the gentleman al- 
lude: to leave the room when it is under consid- 
eration, so that the residue of the committee may 
act on it. ; 

Mr. TOOMBS. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Neither can I 


see any impropriety in its going to the Judiciary || 


Committee, of which he is also a member; where, 
upon this question, he will not be called upon toact. 


Lam opposed 


I see no rea- | 


On the contrary, under our own rules, wherever | 


a gentleman himself is concerned, it is expected 
that he will withdraw and have nothing to do 
with the case. Under these circumstances, the 


business ought not to be sent to a committee to | 


which it does not belong, and taken from one to 
which it does belong. I hope the Senate will not 


setan example of this sort, or we shall have busi- || mittee which has charge of the next kindred sub- 


our great inconvenience. As 
Committe 


a member of the 
eon Public Lands, | call the attention 
of Senators to the fact that this does not belong 
to my committee. When the bill was passed 


which has created this difficulty, | opposed its pas- | 


sage. I did so, however, on grounds which had 
no reference to the subject as it is now presented. 
I knew nothing in regard to it. IT was fearful 
only that some of the claims which existed inmy 
own State might be affected, and I might not know 
at once how they were to be affected. I did not 
approve, at the time, of the manner in which tes- 
timony was to be brought forward: ane that was 
another ground on which I opposed it; and I ob- 
ject now to this petitiaa being sent to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, because it must place m« 


| in a very awkward position. 


| Savs it was another bill. 


Mr. SLIDELL. The Senator from Arkansas 
is laboring under a misapprehension. He is cer- 
tainly referring to some other bill. If my recol- 
lection is correct, this bill passed without any 
objection or discussion on the part of any mem- 
ber of the Senate. It had no connection with the 
swamp land hill. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I am aware of 
that. Let the Senator go back and look at th: 
passage of this bill. The Senator from Louisiana 
I beg to assure him it 
was no other bill. On the passage of the bill to 
which the present proceedings relate, | opposed 
it because it seemed to me that it created testi- 


| mony, and it was passed after a considerable de- 


bate, in which I was almost the only one who did 
oppose it. The high distinction and great knowl- 
edge of the Committee on Private Land Claims 
was amply sufficient to pass it. They gave us 
an amendment or two, and I was satisfied with 
the amendments that were adopted; and I do not 


| now want the matter togotomy committee. The 


| bill has not reached my State in its effects 


|; my friend from Arkansas 


'am content it shall go to the Committce 


in any 
way; but lam opposed to this petition goin rwhere 
it does not belong. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I think the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands is the appropriate committee. I think 
is entirely mistaken. 
is a conflict between purchasers 
under what is known as the Houmas grant and 
the When claims were pre- 
sented under the Houmas grant, they were private 
land claims, and that was the appropriate com- 
mittee; but the conflict now is rather a subject 
connected with the public lands, and it is more 
appropriate to that committee than any other in 
its present condition. If there ts objection toa 
reference tothe Committee on Private Land Claims 
on account of the presence of the gentleman from 
Louisiana, which, [ think, 1s no real objection, I 


It seems there 


settlers on that grant. 


on the 
Judiciary; but if that reason is good, it is just as 
good appfied to the Judiciary Committee, and if 
it is excluded from one, why not from both? But 
1 think the Committee on Public Lands is the 
appropriate committee in the beginning; there- 
fore, unless the Senate choose to send it to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, I shall insist 


on my motion to send it to the committee of the, 


gentleman from Arkansas, which, I think, is well 
prepared and competent to take charge of it. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. The Senator 
from Georgia may shuffle what he pleases on the 
Committee on the Judiciary, but I object to this 
being thrown from his own shoulders, when he 


is not affected in any way, to mine, as chairman | 


of the Committee on Public Lands. When sub- 
ject-matters are thrown upon a committee to 


which they do not belong, I am willing that they 


shall be sent back; but it is not generous, while 


} escaping 


from their consideration himself, to 
shuffle them upon me without, as-he acknow!l- 
edges, one bit more propriety in the one case than 
in the other. 

Mr. TOOMBS. If my friend will allow me, I 
am on neither of the committees sugegested. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. There is no 
more propriety in sending this matter to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands than to the Committee on 
the Judiciary; and if it should not go to the Com- 


| mittee on Private Land Claims what ts the use of 


such a committee. To that committee it belongs. 
3ut it is said, inasmuch as objection is made to 


ja reference to the Committee on Private Land 


Claims, that it is proper it should go to the com- 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


323 


ject. Very well. Then it helongs to the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary, for grave and serious and 
difficult questions of law are involved in it which 
will have to be decided. At all events, [am in 
some measure compromised by my action on that 
bill, and I beg to be excused from having any- 
thing to do with it. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I think there is a very mate- 
rial difference in the organization of the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims and that on the Judi- 
Clary, &s apply d to this case. Although it does 
not appear by the rule, it is familiarly known to 
every member of the Senate that the chairman of 
each committee is consulted, to a certain extent, 
as to the composition of his committee, and for 
that reason I thought it improper that this ques- 
tion should be referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, of which my colleague is chair- 
man; although, of course, if it were so referred, 
he would not participate in the deliberations of 
the committee on that subject. I said that that 
difficulty did not apply, or, if it apphed at all, 
it applied only to a very modified extent in ref- 
erence to the Committee on the Judiciary. My 
collearue, of course, would not }:rticipate in the 
deliberations of that committee on this : 

I made another statement yesterday which | 
repeat now, inasmuch as my remarks seem to hay 
been misapprehended by the reporter of one of the 
morning papers—if I mistake not, it is the Na- 
tional Intelligencer. That paper states that I had 
obj ctions to the reference of the petition to ase lect 
committee. On the contrary, L said, at first, dis- 
tinctly, and I repeated more than once, that I had 
no sort of objection to the reference to a select 
committee if the Senate generally thoueht there 
was anything improper in the reference to the 
Judiciary Committee, and especially if the parties 
interested had any objection to the reference to 
that committee. Now, as I understand the Sen 
ator from Georgia, the parties interested, the me 
morialists in this ease, do not object to the refer- 
ence to the Judiciary Committee. I think the 
questions involved in this case are of a character 
peculiarly fitted for the cognizance of that 


subject 


com- 


mittee. I do not insist upon it, however; but 
should the Judiciary Committee not be the com 
mittee preferred by the Senate for that purpose, I 


6 
} 
think a select committee would be the preferable 


body for the examination of the question. Ido 
not think it in any sense belongs to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims, although I will sry 
[am entirely indifferent as to the course of the 
Senate, and Tam sure I speak with th 
approbation of my colleague, when I s 

rection the Senate may choose 
entirely acreeable to both of us. 
_ The PRESIDENT protempore. The question 
is on referring the memorial to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
ate will not do that. 

Mr. PUGH. I agree with my friend from 
Arkansas. I hope it will not take that referenge. 
I have served on that committee for four years, 
and I think it has been weighed down with sim- 
ilar investigations. We had for almost two years 
a case from the State of Missouri, that int rrupte d 
all the ordinary business of the committee. That 
disposed of, we had a case from California about 
a private land claim—the survey ofaranch. That, 
I think, took us the greater part of two Congresses. 
The committee cannot, with the vast business be- 
longing to the public lands, undertake this inves- 
tigation. It is obvious that it refers back to a very 
ancient Spanish grant, and if it is to be investigated, 
as I understand the petitioners desire, it seems to 
measclect committee of those Senators who have 
leisure, should be preferred. However, if it is 
referred either to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims or to the Judiciary Committee, [ sliall not 
object. Lam satisfied the Committee on Public 
Lands will not be able, consistently with their 
other duties, to examine this case, and I hope the 
Senate will not refer it to them. 

The motion to refer the petition to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What dispo 
sition will the Senate make of the memorial now 
under consideration ? 


Mr. TOOMBS. 


} 
} 


assentand 
y,thatany 


to vive it, will be 


I hope the Sen- 


I move that it be referred to 


the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. 
that subject, sir. 


I have a word to 
E have no earthly objection—I 


say on 
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had none last year—to the reference of this matter 
to the Committee oh Private Land Claims. I had 
not at that time seen the petition, did not know 
what its contents were, except somebody told me 
there was a petition in relation to this bill; and 
when it was referred to the Committce on Private 
Land Claims, on examination there, I found that 
the petitioners thought proper to impute improper 
motives to the chairman of that committee, who 
reported the bill. Under these circumstances—it 
being the very eve of the close of the session—I 
proposed to the committee, as it was impossible 


| 


for the matter to be examined at that late period | 


of the session, that we should get the consent of 
the Senate to pass a jointresolution postponing the 
operauion of the law complained of until the close 
of the present Congress, in order to give time to 
have the matter properly investigated during the 
present Congress. f have since seen—I have been 


shown by some of my friends in this Chamber— | 


a publication by the parties who presented this 
petition, accusing me of having had that sent to 
my committee for the purpose of having my own 
conduct whitewashed, or something of that kind, 


J believe; and representing this resolution, passed | 


in their ‘interest to give them time, as a mode of 
disposing of the matter finally. 


lam told now by the Senator from Georgia, | 


that these petitioners do not object to its going to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. ‘They 
may very well say so here, sir; but at the same 
time they will go homeand make the same charge 
again that they did before. Itis a matter to me 
of entire inditference. The whole matter is too 
absurd to give me one moment’s concern, and 
still I think under the circumstances the Senate 
will see the justice of not referring the matter again 
to the same committee. 
should go to some other committee. The ques- 
tions involved are questions of law. [ do not care 
about its going particularly to any committee. 


1 would prefer that it | 


The Committee on the Judiciary seems to me the | 


appropriate one, but if it does not go to that leta 
special committee be raised. I trust the Senate 
will see that it isdue to me that the matter should 


| the course of the debate on this question, in which 


| able Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. Dooxitrie,] 


| where there were no slaves, | spoke of them as 


not be referred to my committee under the cir- || 


cumstances. 


Mr. TOOMBS. 


The Committee on Private 


Land Claims took charge of it at the last session | 


and introduced a resolution, which was passed, 
to suspend the law during this Congress, as there 
was no time for action then. 


I do not see why | 


the same committee cannot act on it this session | 


as well as the last. I think itis getting to bea 
matter of some consequence. Three hundred and 
sixty-five citizens complain of wrong, and Mle 
the pleasure of the Senate, I am perfectly willi 


to take it myself if the gentlemen do not want it, | 
and therefore | withdraw my former motion, and | 


move thata select committee of five be appointed. 
I think they have a right to have this question 
inquired into, and I am perfectly willing to assume 
whatever labor may be necessary. 

ir. BENJAMIN. lL agree to that. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
is on referring the subject of the petition to a 
select committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I move that the committee be 
appointed by the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be 
regarded ag the sense of the Senate unless object- 
ed to. 

Messrs. Toomss, Pucu, Cuesnut, Crirren- 
pen, and Fressenpen were appointed the commit- 
tee. 

1IOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. MASON. I rise for the purpose of mov- 
ing that when the Senate adjourns to-day, it 
adjourn to meet to-morrow at one o’clock, and 
thereafter to meet at one o’clock until further order 
of the Senate. It is, I think, very manifest to 
Senators that the morning hours can be better 
employed elsewhere than in the Senate. Ido not 
know what there may be for the committees to 
do, but two of the committees with which I am 
connected have business which will require their 
attention during that time. At any rate we had 
better meet at one o’clock. It was the custom in 
the earlier days of the Senate always to meet at 
one o’clock. It will be in the power of the Sen- 
ate at any ume to change it. 


Mr.COLLAMER, | think it would bea very 





The question | 


| not mean States that are not as free as any of the || 


| others. 


“It is unnecessary to go into the derivation of ser- | 
vants from the Latin word servio, to serve. 1 











great convenience to members of the Senate to | 
have this arrangement made, while the other 
House is unorganized and in its present condition. 
The motion was agreed to. 
THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the motion 
submitted by Mr. Brigur, on the 27th December, 
1859, to print the annual message of the President 
of the United States and the accompanying docu- 
ments. 

Mr. HARLAN. Mr. President, the members 
of the two great political parties 
Mr. MASON. Will the Senator allow me one 
moment for a little explanatory matter? 

Mr. HARLAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. I donot mean to enter into this 
debate at all. The Senator is kind enough to | 
allow me a moment for a little matter of explana- 
tion. Yesterday, some remarks fell from me in 





I used a word which I understood afterwards had 
been the subject of some criticism by the honor- 


who was on the floor. In speaking of those States 


‘* servile States.’’ | was not present in the Senate 
when the honorable Senator who had the floor, 
and who kindly yiclded to me, criticised the use 
of the term, and | therefore do not know what 
view he took of it. I used the term, Mr. Presi- 
dent, knowingly and deliberately, with a view to 
draw what I understand to be the true distinction 
between the States of this Union where there are 
slaves and those States where there are no slaves. | 
Incommon parlance, since this unhappy question 
has arisen in our country, this sectional division, | 
in the attempt to distinguish between the States 
where there were slaves and the States where there 
were no slaves, they have been called on the one 
side slave States, and on the other side the free 
States. Those among whom I live have never 
taken any exception to the designation of that | 
section of the country as the slave States—know- 
ing it meant those States where there were slaves. 
I do not know that the honorable Senator took 
any exception to the term; but I do not see that 
any exception can be taken to the term “ servile’’ 
as applied to those States where there are no slaves. | 
Certainly, in speaking of the slave States, they do 


States of the Confederation—quite as free, if not 
freer; but they are designated as slave States, and 
no exception is taken to the term. The other 
States, sir, are not the free States. They might 
possibly be called servant States—States where | 
there is a class of their population in bondage and 
bondsmen, although certainly notin any offensive 
sense—bondsmen, not slaves; men who are sub- 
jected to the will of others—the servants. You 
have all got servants, and your constituents have 
servants. From the necessity of their condition, 
there is a serving class in the so-called free States | 
as there is a serving class in the slave States— | 
those who are subjected by contract to the will of 
They are servants, and are always called 
so—known so in the legal acceptation of the term. | 


But, sir, the ** servantStates’’ would notexactly 
express the idea, because, again, necessarily from 


| their unhappy condition—not in the region of 


| this city—a class of servants wearing the badge 


| part of the servant, to minister, 


country, I take it for granted, which the honor- 
able Senator from Wisconsin represents, but in 
other regions of the country where there are no 
slaves—that very class of servants are by their 
masters made servile. Sir, I have seen them—I 
dare say every Senator on this floor has seen them 
—wearing the master’s livery. I have seen it in 


of servitude, the livery of their masters, a degra- | 
dation toa white man. Yet they consider that | 
the necessity of their position requires that on the | 
suppose, to the 
pride of the master. That is the servile class. I 
do not know, therefore, that we could properly | 


| express the distinction that subsists between the | 


States where there are slavesand the States where 
there are no slaves, by calling the latter the ser- 
vant States; and there could be no term of oppro- | 
brium greater than to call a man a slave; and yet 
they speak of my State always as a slave State, 
because there are slaves there. In those States | 
where, unhappily for them, they can have no 
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slaves, they yet have a class of servants who are 
not as free as those whom they serve—whose will 

is subjected to that of another by contract. Now, 

sir, there is no degradation to that class whatever, 

To speak of a man 

as a servant of another 1s no term of opprobrium. 

Certainly, I do not use it in that sense, and I do 

notentertain it in thatsense. Iam the servant of 
another in my profession when I engage to do his 

business as his attorney. Iam not servile, for I 

do not wear the badge of servitude. 

I only intended to say to the honorable Senator, 
that I meant nothing offensive—I do not know the 
light in which he received it; but I do mean to 
say that in those States where there are no slaves, 
there is a class of servants of necessity, and in 
some of them they make those servants know 
their position, I think, by a high degree of offens- 
ive imposition upon them; by requiring them to 
appear in public with the badge of servitude—a 
thing that is unknown in my State, and I dare 
say unknown in the States of a great many hon- 
orable Senators here, but it has been seen more 
than once. It has been seen in thiscity. I have 
seen it, and all the Senators have seen it—coach- 
men and footmen wearing the badge of servitude 
as the livery of their masters. That is the ser- 
vility to which they are reduced and which is 
imposed upon them. I think if it was necessary 
clearly to define what was the true distinction in 
classes between the States where there are slaves 
and the States where there are no slaves, the term 
** free’ certainly does not define it; because those 
who form the political community in the slave 
States are as free as any of you, if not freer; and 
yet, for having got slaves amongst us, you call us 
** slave States,’’ and we do not object to the term. 
I do not object to it, and never did hear of an ob- 
jection to it. I do not see, therefore, that proper 
objection can be taken to the term applied by me 
to designate the States where there are no slaves. 
That is all I meant. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. With the leave of my hon- 
orable friend from Iowa, 1 will say a word. If 
the honorable Senator from Virginia had been 


| present at the time that I concluded my remarks 


yesterday, when I referred to the epithet used by 
kins, applied to the free States as they are com- 
monly denominated, he would not have found any 
occasion to refer to my remarks on the ground 
that I had received it in any offensive sense; for I 
stated, at the time, that I was not aware of the 
sense in which the honorable gentleman used that 
term. I confess I was at a loss to conceive his 
meaning. At one time, in the hurry of the mo- 
ment, in the heat of debate, I did not know but 
that possibly my honorable friend might have 


| referred to the Democratic party in the free States, 
to which Lconfess, sometimes, I have thought 


this term of *‘ servile’? might be applied with a 


|| good deal of force; but still I did not choose to 


receive the term as applied in an offensive sense, 
but expressly waived it, putting the remark which 
I made upon the ground that, as Wisconsin, the 


| State which I represent on this floor, is the 
| youngest born child of Virginia, in whatever 


sense the honorable Senator might have used the 
term, I would never be provoked to use any op- 
orobrious epithet cacoale the State of Virginia. 
hat was the substance of my remark, as the hon- 
orable gentleman will sce when he looks over the 
report of my speech. 
Mr. HARLAN resumed the floor, and spoke 


| in defense of the political aims and objects of the 
Republican party with reference to its policy in 


regard to the future occupation of our territorial 
domain. [His speech will be published in the 
Appendix. } 

Mr. FOSTER. 
before the Senate 

Mr. SLIDELL. Will the Senator give way 
for a motion to proceed to the consideration of 
executive business? I think there are some com- 
munications from the President which require 
action. 

Mr. FOSTER. What I have to say will not 
require any length of time. I would rather not 
oceupy the floor over night. If there is anything 
pressing, I will give way. ‘ 

Mr. SLIDELL. There is nothing pressing, 
except that an executive session is desirable, for a 
very few moments, to make some references of 
papers which have been sent in. I shall renew 
the motion when the Senator has got through. 


Mr. President, the question 
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Mr. FOSTER. The question before the Sen- 
ate, Mr. President, is the motion of the honorable 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Bricut] to print the 
annual message of the President of the United 
States, with the accompanying documents. The 
debate which has arisen upon that question has 
been confined to a single topic—slavery. 
topic, unfortunately, not new in this Chamber or in 
this country; and the agitation of it, as it has been 
termed, isusually charged to the Republican party, 
sometimes the Abolition pesy I shall by 
means be disappointed if that claim shall be urged 
on the present occasion. The Senate, however, 


will bear witness that this topic is introduced in 


the message of the President, not claimed to be 
and not being a member of that party. The de- 
bate which has arisen, in which that topic was in- 
troduced, came from the other side of the Cham- 


ber, was introduced by an honorable Senator not | 


a member of that party. For myself, I do not 


aes a8 to continue the discussion on that topic. | 


have a few observations to make upon another? 
subjeet treated in the message of the President, 
different altogether from that topic, and to which 
i shall confine the observations I propose to make. 
That subject is the subject of Mexico, as treated 
in the communication of the Executive. The 
President informs us, on the eighth page of his 
message, as printed in the So moet in regard to 
our. neighboring Republic of Mexico: 

‘<] regret to inform you that there has been no improve- 
ment in the affairs of Mexico since my last annual message, 
and I am again obliged to ask the earnest attention of Con- 
gress to the unhappy condition of that Republic.’? 

He then goes on to state what has occurred with- 
in the past two years, so far as the organization of 
the Government of Mexico is concerned, stating 
the time when and the circumstances following the 
election of General Comonfort as President; that 
within a month after his election, in 1857, his Gov- 
ernment was overturned by a military rebellion, 
and he left the country; that General Zuloaga was 
placed at the head of the insurgent military Gov- 
ernment of that republic; that, by virtue of a pro- 


vision in the constitution of that republic, in the | 


It is a | 








absence of the President, the chief justice of the 


supreme court took his place; that GenerakJuarez, 
then occupying the position of chief justice of the 
supreme court, became, under that provision of 
the constitution, the President of the republic; 
that he, however, not being in possession of the 
capital, and General Zuloaga being in possession, 
was recognized by the representatives ef foreign 
Governments, including our own, as being de 


facto the head of the Government of that repub- 


lic; that after a time, General Zuloaga’s Govern- 
ment getting involved in a difficulty, a new elec- 
tion to the office of President was holden, at which 
election General Miramon was elected President. 
He, however, not recognizing the validity of the 
proceedings by which he was declared elected, 
declined acting, and that left General Zuloaga still 
President of the republic. Zuloaga, however, 
declined to officiate longer, and transferred his 
authority to Miramon, ‘ President substitute,’’ 
and he still acts as ** head of the insurgent party.”’ 


The President says further that General Juarez, | 


claiming to be the constitutional President, has 
his Government at Vera Cruz, and with him, as 
the constitutional head of the Mexican Govern- 
ment, our Executive has had negotiations, has 
sent to him a minister, but that the Government 
of General Juarez has not the power to carry into 
effect any treaty made by his Government, not 
being in possession of the capital; the country is 


still torn by factions, General Juarez being at | 


Vera Cruz, having possession of the coast, Gen- 
eral Miramon maintaining himself at the capital, 
and many of the distant provinces of the repub- 
lic, under military governors, pay little respect to 
the decrees of either Government; that life, lib- 
erty, and property, throughout the republic, have 
very little protection ; that American citizens within 
the republic, who, according to the provisions of 
treaties between that Government and this, are 
entitled to full protection, have frequently been 


despoiled of everything, even life itself; in a word, | 


that the grossest outrages have been tommitted 
on our citizens in Mexico, contrary to the pro- 


visions of treaties, and in violation of all law, and | 


the rights of common humanity; that— 


“Peaceful American residents, occupying their rightful 
eres ager have been suddenly expelled the country, in 


defiance of treaties, and by the mere force of arbitrary 
power.” * * * 


** Large numbers of our citizens | 





| 


have been arrested and imprisoned without any form of ex 
amination, or any opportunity for a hearing, and even when 
released, have only obtained their liberty after much suf 
fering and injury, and without any hope of redress.” 


Many othergrievances are narrated ; some wan- 
ton and cold-blooded murders have been com- 
mitted in Mexico, of all which the President with 
great justice complains; and then he quotes from 
a communication from the Minister of the United 


| States at Mexico, written in August last, in which 


vy no |i he said: 


‘*T hope the President will feel authorized to ask from 
Congress the power to enter Mexico with the military forces 
of the United States, at the call of the constitutional au- 
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thorities, in order to protect the citizens and the treaty | 


rights of the United States. Unless such a power is con- 
ferred upon him, ueither the one or the other will be re 


| spected in the existing state of anarchy and disorder, and 


| a neighboring State. 


| consist of regular troops or volunteers, or both. 


the outrages already perpetrated will never be chastised ; 
and, as | assured you in my No. 23, all these evils must in- 
crease, until every vestige of order and government disap 
pears from the country.” A 


The President then adds: 


**} have been reluctantly led to the same opinion, and, 
injustice to my countrymen, who have suffered wrongs from 
Mexico, and who may still suffer them, I feel bound to an- 
nounce this conclusion to Congress.”? 


After speaking of the private claims which our 
citizens have against Mexico, the President says: 


“ But it is a question whieh relates to the future, as well | 
as to the present and the past, and which invoives, indi- | 
rectly at least, the whole subject of our duty to Mexico as | 


And then, on the tenth page of the message, he | 


says: 


* For these reasons, | recommend to Congress to pass a 
law authorizing the President, under such conditions as 
they may dcem expedient, to employ a sufficient military 


force to enter Mexico for the purpose of obtaining indem- || 


nity for the past and security for the future. 1 purposely 


retrain from any suggestion as to whether this foree shall | 


This ques- 
tion may be most appropriately lett to the decision of Con- 
gress. 


| among those who sympathize with the sufferings of our un- 
fortunate fellow-citizens in Mexico, and with the unhappy | 


_ ought to be redressed is quite certain. 


condition of that republic. Such an accession to the forces of 


the constitutional Government would enable it soon to reach | 


the city of Mexico and extend its power over the whole | 
In that event there is no reason to doubt that the | 
just claims of our citizens would be satisfied, and adequate 


republic. 


redress obtained for the injuries inflicted upon them. The 
constitutional Government have ever evineed a strong de- 


sire to do us justice, and this might be secured in advance | 


by a preliminary treaty.”? 


That is substantially what the President com- | 


municates to us in regard to our relations with 


the Republic of Mexico; and for one, I must say | 


that I am compelled to differ altogether from the 


President as to the course which he recommends || 
| us to pursue. 


I am compelled to differ from him 
for various reasons; aia in the first place, be- 
cause, as it seems to me, the present time is the 
most unfortunate of all possible times for us to 
take the steps vescmupanded by him to redress the 


wrongs of which we complain. The wrongs are, | 


as I have read, a refusal to satisfy the just claims 


zens of the United States within the territory of | 


Mexico. That these wrongs are great, that they 
are outrageous, atrocious, I have no doubt what- 
ever. I presume the President has stated with 
entire correctness, so far as he has gone, the 


wrangs perpetrated upon citizens of the United | 


States within that republic; and that these wrongs 
It is not 


| because I think these wrongs are not of the char- 


| is not altogether novel. 
| country, within the territory of the United States, 


|| acter that the President regards them, nor because | 


I think they ought not to be redressed, that I | 
differ thus from the President in his recommend- | 


ations. ‘The character of the wrongs, however, 


If we look over our own |! 


and, indeed, within the territory of the old thir- | 


teen States, we find citizens of the United States 
suffering wrongs not very dissimilar, to say the 


least, from those pointed out in the message as | 


suffered by citizens of the United States within 
the Republic of Mexico; not only not dissimilar, 


but, unless I greatly mistake, wrongs of a like | 


character, wrongs equally atrocious, equally out- 
rageous, equally calling for redress, as the wrongs 
which our citizens suffer within the Republic of 
Mexico. 


How is it, sir, at the present time, to-day, in | 


all the States of this Union that are denominated 
slaveholding States, in regard to the safety of the 


lives, the liberties, or the property of men, citi- | 


zens of the United States, who differ from those 





communities on the subject of African slavery? 
Is the life, liberty, or property of an American 


; mae é ee ee 
| citizen within the slaveholding States of this Con- 


- . . ‘ 
| federacy to-day, who entertains opinions obnox- 


ious to those communities on the subject of sla- 
very, any more safe than the life, liberty, or 
»roperty of our citizens within the Republic of 
Mexico? Open any newspaper which comes to 
us, and it tells us.the contrary. The cases are 
not isolated where American citizens suffer here 
equally great wrongs with those specified by the 
President as being suffered in Mexico. These 
cases are too familiar to be specified. I will al- 
lude to a very few. 

A man by the name of Allerton, belonging, with 
his family, in the State of Connecticut, not a na- 


| tive citizen of the State, or of the United States, 
| but an Englishman, I believe, by birth, a clergy- 


man by profession,‘2 man of peace and of good 
character, as 1 am informed, was in one of the 


|| southern States of this Confederacy, engaged in 


a lawful business, the sale of books, not disturb- 
ing the society in which he moved, not having 
expressed, so far as | know, any opinions obnox- 
ious to the community in which he was then tem- 


| porarily residing, and was arrested on suspicion 
| ly ling, and ted 


of being concerned in some abolition movement, 
and thrown into prison. He was confined until in- 
formation could be sent to his friends at home, 
and such representations were made to the people 


| who held him in confinement as to his character, 


that he was not a man to disturb the public peace 


| or public law anywhere, under any circumstances, 


| entertainea of his 
I would merely observe that, should volunteers be || 
selected, such a force could be easily raised in this country | 


| tween the city of New Haven and the | of 





and there being no evidence whatever against him 
that he had done so or intended to do so, simp! 
a suspicion, and, as I believe, an utter! reanie 
less suspicion, le was released. But the conse- 
quences of his imprisonment, and the fears he 
Nite or personal violence, had 
unsettled his mind, so that when discharged he was 
insane. He was put, however, on one of the public 
conveyances, and came on to the North; and be- 


Hartford, being, as I have stated, deranged, he 
jumped from the cars while in motion, broke one 
of his limbs, injured himself very severely, and is 
now ina very forlorn condition, with his wife and 
children, in the valley of the Connecticut, 
Thatis one case. Another case which [ noticed 
within a short time was that of a naturalized cit- 
izen also, by the name of Powers, not from my 
State, but from the State of Pennsylvania, an Irish- 
man by birth, but naturalized, and entitled, there- 
fore, to all the privileges of a citizen of the United 
States. He was a good Democrat, and voted, as 
I understand, for one of the honorable members 
of the other House. In the State of South Car- 
olina, he was employed at the capital of the State 
as alaboring man,amason. In conversation, not 


| in the hearing of slaves, or even black men of an 


description, slave or free, but in conversation with 


‘| some of his associates, workmen also, he ex- 
of our people, and the maltreatment of the citi- | 


pressed some opinions in regard to the institutidh 
of slavery that were not deemed orthodox, and 
he was put in prison, and kept some days, then 
taken outand stripped, whipped thirty-nine lashes 
or thereabouts, very severely, upon his naked 
body; a bucket of tar was poured over him, and 
feathers applied; a pair of pantaloons was then 


|| given him, and he was allowed to ride in the cars 


to Charleston; from thence, after being kept in 
jail a short time, and allowed the att@®@dunce of a 
surgeon to examine and dress his wounds, he was 
permitted to go North to the city of New York. 
These are but two out of, as I believe, very 
many cases where personal outrages, equal cer- 
tainly to any spoken of by the President, as suf- 
fered by citizens of the United States in Mexico, 
are suffered by citizens of the United States, 
within our own territory here at home. Very 
many cases, however, where no direct personal 
violence has been suffered, have occurred within 
these same States, where flagrant wrong has been 
perpetrated upon citizens of the United States. In 
some cases there was even no pretense that the 
individuals who were subjected to this treatment 
had any other than correct opinions on the sub- 
ject of slavery. One instance which I have noticed 
was the case of an individual by the name of Green- 
wood, who was residing and doing business in the 
State of Alabama,amerchant. He had been there 
many years; was, perhaps, originally a northern 
man; | am not certain of that; I believe he was; 
at all events, he had married « northern woman, 
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oo es rece oe | 
and came North in the summer. During the past 


summer, some of his children attended a public 
schoolgand a very excellent school it was, as I 
know, for it was in my own town, where a few 
black children also attended, and on his return to 


| 


his home in Alabama, the fact somehow came out | 


that his children had attended a school for a time, 
while absent, where black children attended, and 
he was notified that he must leave that locality 
forthwith—a man, as 1 have stated, many years 
there in business, as I believe, and, as I also be- 


lieve, not even an anti-slavery man; but he had | 


committed the offense of allowing his children to 
attend a school where colored children also at- 
tended. Under these circumstances, he was re- 
quired to abandon his place and business, break 
up his relations and go North, at the peril of his 
life or gross personal indignity. 

I will net add to these cases. 
multiplied to a great extent. I am aware that it 
may be said that this treatment is good enough 
for Abolitionists—good cnough for men who are 


not orthodox on the subject of slave ry. I am of 
quite another opinion, wid think it better that any 
man who has violated the law should be punished 
according to law. | me portions of the slave- | 
holdine States it seems to be an established doc- 


trine that persons of either sex, male or female, 
who come from the North, but who are residing 
within their limiut hall leave because they are 
from the North, or at all events shall be deprived 
of all means of subsistence while they remain, 
which amounts, really, to the old Roman mode 
of banishment, depriving 


fire and water until they left the city. Such has 


been the manner in which even females have been | 


treated in some of the slaveholding States, against 
whom po charge was made that they had said or 
done anything exceptionable, even according to 
the standard of right and wrong wh« re they were 
residing. 


persons of the use of | 


In the State of Virginia, where two | 


4 


They might be | 





young women were the applicants for a place as | 


instructresses of a school, they received this 
answer: 

“The board of trustees met yesterday, and passed upon 
the various applications, yours among the rest. 
regret to say that, although your recommendations were 
altogether the most favorable, your proposal was imme- 
diately rejected as soon as the tact became known that you 
were both from the North. Tle feeling is so strong, and 
the foolish excitement has run so high on the subject of 
northern people, that the community here seem almost 
blind, and if they continue in their present policy they will 
lay themselves Open to severe criticism, if not to censure.”’ 


These are specimens only, Mr. President, of 


the manner in which citizens of the United States | 
are treated here within the limits of the old thir- | 


teen States. Does the presentseem to bea proper 
time for our Government to take upon itself the 


business of reforming the evils and abuses which | 


may exist elsewhere ¢ 

It is not alone because of the lawless proceed- 
ings within the slaveholding States, that I think 
the recommendation of the President with respect 
to Mexico is mistimed. Look, sir, at our Ter- 
ritory of Utah. What is the condition of Amer- 


I deeply | 





ican citizens within that Territory, or indeed pass- | 


ing through the neighborhood of that Territory, 
who are obnoxious to a majority of the residents 
within its borders? 
erty, ofan American citizen within that Territory, 
whose views and feelings do not conform to the 


Is the life or liberty or prop- | 


views and feelings of that strange people who in- | 
habit it, anymore safe than they are in Mexico? | 
Have there not been within the past two years, | 
outrages as great, as cnormous, committed upon | 


American citizens within that Territory, and by 
the inhabitants of that Territory, as have been 
committed within the Republic of Mexico against 
citizens of the United States? Do we not know 
that murders, most foul and unprovoked and 
wanton, have been committed within that region? 
Sometimes, | am aware, they have been charged 
to the hostile Indians in the neighborhood; but 
the better opinion is that barbarous savages, at all 
events in these particular cases, have not been so 
cruel as our own citizens in that Territory. The 
Secretary of the Interior in his report, which forms 
a portion of the document sent to us by the Pres- 
ident, says: 

“J regret to be obliged to add to this that reports and 
other official documents submitted to the Department fur- 
nish sufficient evidence to justify the belief that the most 
atrocious cases of murder and — charged to the account 
of the Indians have, in reality, been committed by white 


men wearing the disguise of Indians. It cannot be doubted 
that the horrible massacres which have occurred during the 


, reform t 





ast year on the routes leading through Utah Territory 
vave been planned and directed, if not actually executed, 
by our own citizens. Still, though the officers of the Army 
have at all times shown the most commendable vigilance 
and promptness, the facilities for escape are so great that 
condign punishment seldom overtakes the guilty perpetra- 
tors.”’ 


We have as the Secretary suggests a large de- 


tachment of our Army, and have had for some | 


time past, within the Territory of Utah. The 
opinion of the Secretary seems to be that notwith- 
standing the presence of the military force, crimes 
of the heinous character pointed out in his report 
sull go unwhipped of justice in that Territory, 
and that not mercly the laws of our country, but 
the laws of common humanity are set at defiance. 

Nor, sir, is it to the Territory of Utah alone, 
that I would call attention, to show what degree 
of lawlessness prevails under our own Govern- 
ment. ‘Toshow how we keep the faith of treaties, 
how we protect these whom this Government is 
bound to protect and whom it recognizes its obli- 
gation to protect, | must be indulged in reading 
another passage from the annual report of the 
Secretary of the Interior, communicated to us by 
the President with his message. On the 9th and 
10th pages of the pamphiet edition of that report 
I find this: 

“‘It gives ine great pain to refer to the treatment which 
the Texas Reserve Indians, and their superintendent and 
agents, have received. Several years since Texas tendered 
to the Government certain tracts of land for the occupancy 
of the Indians ; the Government accepted the lands, and 
proceeded to gather upon them as many Indians as could 
be induced to abandon their roving life, and settle down to 
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attempt to correct evilsabroad. Let us first cor- 
rect the evils at home. 

These are, by no means, all the evils which I 
might enumerate that are patent to the eye of every 
one here. I might, as | think, without impro- 


| priety, allude to the fact that, in the public papers 


of the country, prices are set upon the heads of 
men in most respectable positions; large rewards, 
to the amount of thousands of dollars, are offered 
for the heads of men, members of this body and 
|| members of the other House, and for the heade 
|| of others, citizens of the United States, who are 
notmembersof Congress. Amounts, which would 
caep the cupidity of any persons who enter into 
the business of assassination, are offered for the 
heads of these citizens. I know it may be said 
that all this is a joke; that these are mere matters 
of pleasantry; but, sir, posterity and the civilized 
world abroad, who are not well acquainted with 
us, will be very apt to ask what can be the grav- 
ities of this people, if such are their gayeties? 
“Besides, sir, according to the notions of many 


|, gentlemen, some even perhaps within this Cham- 


agricultural pursuits. ‘The reports of their progress were | 
} I 


most tavorable, and the productions of the reservations 
promised, at an early day, to be more than sufficient for 
their comtortable subsistence. In the midst of this pros- 


perity, so gratifying to the Department, and at the very hour | 


when it was believed that the reservation system would | 
prove eminently successful, a most determined and unrea- | 


sonable hostility to these Indians and their agents exhibited 


itself among a portion of the settlers who had come in and | 


| located in that section of the State. The removal of the | 


Indians was demanded under a threat of extermination. | 


They were foiled for a time by the tact and good manage- 


| 


ment of the late superintendent, aided by the presence of a | 


detachment of United States troops. With a desire to pre- 


vent bloodshed, and at the pressing instance of the guthor- | 


ities of the State of Texas, the Department consented to 
issue an order for the breaking up of the reservations, to be 
carried into effect as soon as the then growing crop could 


Texans, only stimulated them tofurther outrages, and they 


| be harvested. This concession, instead of satisfying these | 


peremptorily demanded the immediate removal of the In- | 


dians. When it became apparent that the Reserve Indians 


lived in daily fear of being murdered, and that under such | 
circumstances no crop could be raised, pefmission was 


given, at the urgent request of the superintendent, for the 


immediate removal of the Indians. Threats were then made || 


that the Indians should not be permitted to remove, and it | 


became necessary to invoke the aid of the Army to protect 
them in their exodus. 
and they are now, to the number of one thousand four hun- 
dred and fifteen, colonized in the country leased for the 
purpose from the Choctaws and Chickasaws. On the return 


Their removal! was finally eflected 3 | 


| 


of the superintendent to the State of ‘Texas, he was wan- | 
| 


tonly attacked and murdered. 


; ‘ ; : | 
“These Indians are now in a comparatively destitute | 


condition, and to maintain them during the current year 
will require an enlarged appropriation.”’ 


Such is the manner in which our Government, | 


according to the report of our own officers, is car- 


rying out and discharging its duties to the poor, 
dependent people within our own limits—the na- 
tive Indians of this country. 
doubt, isacorrect and faithful picture of the trans- 


This, I have no || 


actions respecting these Indians within the State | 


of Texas during the past year. I honor the Sec- 


retary for the manly manner in which he has | 


brought it to the attention of Congress and the 


domestic duties. 

Under these circumstances, when our own cit- 
izens, within our own territory, are subjected to 
the outrages which it is thus apparent they are 
subjected to; when our own Government is thus 
derelict in the performance of its high duties, it 
seems to me that it is of all times the worst, the 
most inopportune, for us to assent to the request 
of the President, that we should place under his 
authority and control an army to correct and to 

Le evils which are going on within the Re- 
ublic of Mexico. I think it would be much more 
»ecoming if the United States, in the first place, 


should set the example of good government at | 


home; should first put ourselves right before the 


_ Republie of Mexico and the world, before we set 


up to reform Governments that, to say the worst 


_of them, perform «their duties at least as well as 
| we perform ours. 


Till then, it seems to me that 
it is quite premature, exceedingly mistimed, to 


ber, itis by no means certain that our Government 
will last com enough to allow the President to 
get his army within the territory of Mexico, even 
if Congress should place an army at his disposal. 
It is said, and not in a solitary instance, but it is 
iterated and reiterated, that an election of Presi- 
dent of the United States by the Republican part 
of aman reflecting their views and opinions, wi 

| be good cause to dissolve the Union. Very many 
say that upon the happening of that event, the 

| willimmediately set about dissolving it, and will 
dissolve it. Well, Mr. President, that isa pretty 

| serious affair; and if such an election should be 
made, and if this threat or menace should be car- 
ried out, there will be an end of our Government 
before a year. 

Under such circumstances, is it wise, is it judi- 
cious, to place an army under the control of the 
President, to be used at his discretion, to reform 
the evils which are now suffered by our citizens 
in a foreign country? Ought there not to bea 

| reasonable probability that our own Government 


|| would last long enough to raise the army, and 


| have thege evils reformed? It seems to me that 
| this is the worst of all times for the President to 
make such a recommendation, or for us to act 
favorably upon it, if we are on the verge of disso- 
lution. Ido not, by any means, mean to say that 
I believe our Government is going to be dissolved 
and the Umion disrupted withina year. I do not 
believe it will; but it is stated by men of such high 
90sition and character and influence, that I think 
it might be wise to wait at least a year, and sce 
if the exigency really does happen. It is only a 
year. Next November will be the time of the 
election. Ido not say thata Republican Presi- 
dent will be elected; I know nothing of the future; 
I am quite unable to see into the future; but I look 
on it as among the possibilities; and if it should 
happen, and if our Government should be broken 
up into fragments, we should exhibit a very sorry 
spectacle before the world in having an army in 
Mexico reforming the evils of that republic, and 
our own broken up at home. I repeat, sir, I 
think we had better wait and see whether our 
Government—the Union of these States—has a 
| year of life in it, before we undertake to reform 
the evils which no doubt now exist in the Repub- 


| lie of Mexico. 
country; but it speaks Jamentably as to the fidel- | 
ity with which our Government performs its own | 


These are a portion of the reasons why I think 
we ought not to act on the recommendation of the 


| President, at this time, in the way in which he in- 
|, timates; but over and above the inappropriate 


|| ter reasons to my own mind t 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| 


| time I have other and ae stronger and bet- 

nat these, why we 
ought not to assent to this request of the Presi- 
dent. Iam one of those who do not believe that 
| it is within the constitutional power of Congress 
| to do what the President asks. I do not believe 
| that it is competent to the Congress of the United 
| States to authorize an army to be raised and put 
that army under the control of the President, to 
be used at his discretion to attack a foreign Gov- 
ernment. The Congress of the United States has 
_ power by tlfe Constitution to declare war. There 
| 1s no question about that; I am not doubting the 
|| power of the Congress of the United States to make 


| 
| 


| war, because it is a powerexpressly given to.us; 


but I do question the authority of the Congress 


_ of the United States to delegate that power to any- 


‘body else. It is a power to be exercised by us 
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according to our discretion. 








When, in our judg- 


ment, the exigencies of the case require it, Con- | 
gress has the power and ought to declare war | 
against one nation or all the nations of the earth. | 
But, sir, have we any power to give the Presi- | 
dent of the United States this authority, which is | 


given tous? Idenyit. I am not going to argue 
the question at any length. Iam merely going 
to state it and state my opinion on it, and that 
opinion is very firm. It may be mistaken; but 


it is very well established in my own mind that || 


the discretion and power which is given to us by 
the Constitution cannot by us be transferred to 


another department of this Government, or toany | 


individual to be exercised by that department, or 
by that individual—certainly not any such high 
power as that of declaring war. 


The President seems to anticipate some objec- | 


tion to his request, for he quotes in his message 
the authority given him by the last Congress in 
regard to the expedition to Paraguay as being an 
illustration of the principle which he calls upon 
us now again to exercise towards the Republic of 
Mexico. Well, sir, in regard to the Paraguay 
expedition, I confess that I have very serious 
doubts about the correctness, the legality, the con- 
stitutionality of the vote passed by Congress on 
that subject two years ago. I believe I voted for 
it, but I did so with great hesitation; and the more 
I have examined the question the more I have 


been satisfied that, at all events, it was the exer- | 
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| nation will interfere with Mexico? 


cise of a very doubtful power; and I should not | 


again, unless under very extraordinary circum- 
stances, vote in the same way. No doubt it might 
make our Government a much mofe efficient one 
if the Executive had the war-making power en- 
tirely in his own hands. Hecould act promptly; 
Congress slowly—sometimes very slowly. The 
men who made our Constitution were, however, 
not unmindful of this, and they gave the power 


of making war to Congress, not to the President. | 


Aside, however, from this principle of the want 


of constitutional power in Congress to grant the || 
request of the President, it is, in my opinion, en- | 
tirely in violation of perfectly well-settled princi- | 


les of international law. We have no right to 
> 


interfere with the domestic concerns of the Repub- 
lic of Mexico, or of any other State or nation. | 


Such has been our avowed policy heretofore. 
Such, I think, is the well-settled rule among na- 


tions; and such, I think, ought to be Bur con- | 


tinued practice. ‘* Mind your own business,”’ is 
a rule vastly useful among individuals. It is no 


less useful, no less salutary, as between nations. | 
The violations of that precept make most of the || 


difficulties in ordinary life. The violation of that 
precept between nations makes most of the difli- 
culties which arise between them. This principle 
I find very clearly stated in a recent discourse of 
a very distinguished and learned divine in my own 
State, the Rev. Dr. Bacon, of New Haven; and 


when I state that it was laid down by him in order | 


to show that the late foray of John Brown into 


the State of Virginia, was in violation of this | 


eae a and, on that account, among others, to 
e condemned, I trust that the principle will not 


4ut as to the great mass of the population, it can 
| be no slander to say that they are wholly unfitted 


a clear interference by one nation with the inter- 
nal concerns and domestic affairsof anotlivr. Let 
each nation take care of itself, and not meddle 
with its neighbors. It is suggested, I know, that 
if we do not interfere in the affairs of Mexico 
some other nations will. Well, that was the ex- 
cuse of the robber who took a man’s purse because 
if he did not take it somebody else would, and it 
was as gooda justification tothe robberas it would | 
be to us. 

Besides, sir, how do we know that any other 
It will be 
time enough to meet that exigency when it arises. || 
{am by no means disposed, in claiming that we || 
should not interfere with Mexico, to assent to the 
proposition that we should stand by and let an- 
other nation interfere. My doctrine forbids such 
an act altogether. What course it would be in- 
cumbent on this nation to take under such cir- 
cumstances, it will be time enough to settle, when 
those circumstances arise. Enough, as it seems 
to me, is it now, that we say that we will not med- 
dle with what clearly does not concern us. We 
have no right to reform the Government of Mex- 
ico, however much it may need reformation. 

What we should do with Mexico if we had 
possession of the whole country, or a portion of 
the country, might be a very puzzling question. 
The country contains some eight million, more 
or less, of inhabitants—considered « thnologically, 


' what proportion of the whole number have rights 


which we should be bound to respect, according 
. . ~ . , 
to the Democratic standard of human rights? No 
doubt there are many persons of education, high 
culture, well endowed intellectually and morally; 


for self-covernment. They have been demon- 
strating that fact more and more clearly every 
year for many years, and the demonstration now 
seems perfect. If they cannot maintain free in- | 
stitutions, how are they to be governed? It is | 
idle and worse than idle to extend over them our 
free Constitution. | 

There are many other suggestions wh ch I 
should like to make on this subject, but aft» the 
intimation of the Senator from Louisiana, as to 
an executive session, I will not tax the Senate 
longer at the present time. There are other topics 
in this message on which I should like to com- 
ment; one, particularly, is the Amistad claim, 
which the President again recommends for our 
consideration, and thinks ought to be paid. lam 
so unfortunate as to differ from him very widely 
on that subject. I think the presentation of the 
Amistad claim by the Spanish Government, if it 
is presented by that Government to us to be paid, 
is a disgrace to that Government, and that it is 
an insult to ours. That is the ‘way I view it; but 
[ am not going into that question now. It will 
be time enough when it comes up for legislative 
action to occupy time, and I waive it at the pres- 
ent. 

I think, then, Mr. President, as I suggested in 


| the outset, that this is not the time when we should 


be considered any less worthy of respect on either | 


side of the Chamber. 
“The first great principle of the moral code which regu- 


lates the intercourse of nations—the principle which guards | 


the peace of the world, and without which there is no 
security for freedom anywhere—is that which forbids the 
intervention of any one sovereignty with the internal legis- 
lation or administration of another, save by the moral power 
of opinion and remonstrance. Whatever may be the right 


of a people to cast down by insurrection a government | 


which they have found intolerable, and to establish another 
in its stead—whatever may be their duty in regard to the 
injustice incorporated with their laws and with the struc 
ture of their government—it is none the less their right and 
none the less their duty to defend themselves, their soil, their 
laws, and their sovereignty as a Commonwealth, against an 
armed and military invasion from whatever quarter.” 


These principles I deem among the everlasting 


principles of —_ between nations, and these | 


principles will be violated directly by placing an 
army, orany portion of our Army, under the direc- 
tion of the 
that army into the Republic of Mexico to obtain, 
as he says, ‘indemnity for the past.and security 
for the future.”’ I is to make war—that is what 
itis; and the power to make war is in us, and we 
cannot transfer that power to the President. But it 
18 utterly in violation of the principles which ought 
to govern nations, even if does were no objection 
to the mode, because, as I have suggested, it is 


resident, with authority to march | 


undertake to reform the evils and abuses of a for- 
eign Government. We are suffering under like 


|| evils, and are guilty of like abuses at home, and 
| until we have first reformed them, we shall cut but 


| 


'| Low] on the 22d ultimo. 


| tled principles of international law. And besides, 


i] 


a sorry figure in rece er reforms abroad. In 
the next place, the mode pointed out is obnoxious 
alike to constitutional objections and to well-set- 


sir, as | think, the possession of Mexico would 
be to us like the apples of Sodom, fair indeed to 
the eye, but really dust and ashes. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. SLIDELL. I move that the Senate pro- | 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to;. and after some time 
spent in executive session, the doors were re- 
opened, and the Senate adjourned. 


. . | 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 

Wenpnespay, January 4, 1860. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. | 
The Journal of yesterday was readand approved. | | 


THE SPEAKERSHIP. 


the gentleman from North Carolina 


| the last six months. 
| routes will be thrown up very soon, unless something is 


Mr REAGAN obtained the floor. 

Mr WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Will the gen- 
tleman give way fora moment? I propose, if there 
is no objection, to move fora call of the House, 
preparatory to a vote for Speaker. I now merely 
Sich to call the attention of the House to a letter 
which I hold in my hand from a mail contractor 
in my district, in regard to the mail service. I 
propose to read it, in order to show the House 
the condition of things in that part of the country 
which I have the honor to represent. The letter 
is as follows: 

Rockrorp, (tutnors, December 30, 1858. 

Dear Sir: You cannot imagine the state of things here 
owing to our mail contractors not receiving their pay for 
All the hack, buggy, and horseback 


done in the way of appropriations. ‘The contractors do not 
threaten this out of revenge, but because they will be com- 
pelled to do so. Everybody must see that, despite of any 
effort to avoid it. This has thrown the whole community 
into excitement, especially those who are dependent on 
these routes. Uhave the contract from Rockford to Oregon, 


| and cannot get grain or hay for my horses without the cash. 


* . * * o * ” * * . 
Respectfully yours, J. JOUN, 


Hon E. B. Wasupurne. 


Now, sir, this is the position in which things are 
in my section of the country; and I wish to say to 
this contractor, and to other contractors similarly 
situated, that Ido not consider myself responsible 
for the condition in which they are placed. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire simply to say, tn 
reply to the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois, 
that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Houston} 
the other day proposed a plan by which this 
House might be temporarily organized, in order 


| that the Post Office appropriation might be passed; 
| but it received no favor from the gentleman and 


his friends. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The gentle- 
man is mistaken. But, sir, I was going on tosay 
that I wash my hands of all responsibility. I 
have sat here for four or five weeks. I have made 
no speeches; there have been no speeches made 
on this side of the House. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire to ask the gen- 
man from Illinois if he will agree now to the prop- 


| osition of the gentleman from Alabama to organ- 


ize the House temporarily for the ae of 
passing the Post Office et ay vill ? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. When the 
gentleman from Alabama made that proposition 
to the House, his resolution was in blank. I 
proposed that if he would fill that blank with the 
name of Joun Suerman, then lt would not object 
to his resolution. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Thatshows the sincerity of 
the gentleman from Illinois. He proposed that, 
because, sir, he knew that I wantl not accept it; 
that I would treat it only with scorn and contempt, 
as it deserved. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Why not 
accept the insertion of the name of Joun Suer- 
MAN, of Ohio? 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman did not in- 
tend it to be accepted; he intended to defeat my res 
olution; and, sir, now for him to ao 
with the mail contractors, is simply adding insult 
to injury. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the gentleman will permit 
me, I wil! make the remarks I designed in taking 
the floor. 

Mr. WASHBURNE,of Illinois. One moment. 


| The gentleman from Alabama proposed in his 


resolution to elect a temporary eae he left 
the name in blank, and why, I ask, could he not 


| accept the name of Mr. Swerman? 


Mr. HOUSTON. I ask in return, why the 


| gentleman could not accept the name of Mr. Bo- 


cock, or of General Mixttson, or of Mr. May- 
NARD? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. We have the 
larger number of Representatives upon this floor, 
and are, of course, entitled to the organization. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Why not accept either of 
the gentlemen I have named? I stated to the gen- 
tleman’s friends, and probably to the gentleman 
himself, if they would agree to let the resolution 
in, in blank as it was, that I would fill the blank 
with the name of some member whose name had 


|| not been connected with the contest for the Speak- 
| The Clerk stated the business first in order to || 
be the admissibility of the resolution proposed by \| 
[Mr Was- || 

I 


ership. That, sir, is what I proposed. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The gentle- 
man could not have any fair objection to Mr. 
SHERMAN. 
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—— ere 
Mr. HOUSTON. I proposed some gentleman } What spectacle, sir, is here presented to the | 


whose name has not been spoken of for Speaker, 
. rr 

in order to effect a temporary organization. To 

that there could be no objection. 


any obstacle in the way of those gentlemen who 
desire to be Speaker. That was my disposition, 
and that, sir, was what I proposed. I sincerely 
wanted to organize this ham for a time sufh- 
ciently long to enable us to pass a bill appropriat- 
ing money to met t the liabilities the Government 
is under to mail contractors. I wanted to do that 
in good faith. I did not want to give advantage 
to any side of the House. I did not want to take 
advantage of any man who has been spoken of 
for the Speakership. I would not have proposed 
the name of any man who aspired to that office 
at all; but, on the contrary, would have pro- 
posed some gentleman who had not been spoken 
of in connection with the Speakership, and who 
would not further allow his name to be used. My 
purpose was to leave the track clear to the gen- 
tlemen who are contesting for that position. My 
purpose was to organize the House temporarily, 
in order that we might reach the desirable end of 
paying those who have carried our mails; that we 
might do that, and then come back to our present 
condition, witheut any advantage having been 
given to the candidate of one side or the other. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Let me ask 
one question, 

Mr. REAGAN. 
me. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 


The gentleman must excuse 


I did not 


hear the resolution. I wishsimply toaskaquestion | 


for information. Did the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Alabama also propose to elect a Clerk? 

Mr. HOUSTON. It did not; and it was not 
necessary that it should, for the Clerk of the last 
Hiouse acts till his successor iselected My reso- 
lution proposed to complicate itself as little as 
possible with the elections pending before the 
oo It merely proposed the simplest organi- 
zation that could be had for the purpose of making 
an appropriation to pay the honest debts of the 
country, those debts in reference to which the 


gentleman from Illinois has read a letter from one | 


of the mail contractors. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. And yet the 
gentleman refuses to permit the blank to be filled. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman, in my judg- 
ment, reaily does not want to pay these mail con- 
tractors; but, on the contrary, desires to keep the 
matter as an outside pressure upon this House. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. One single 
word, 

Mr. REAGAN. I must decline to yield further. 
1 want to proceed with my remarks. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, I only want 
to say a single word, and that is, that the gentle- 


man from Alabama must know that by the act of | 
Congress no bill can be presented, no resolution | 


can be offered, until a Clerk and a Speaker are 
elected. 

Mr. HOUSTON. One word in reply. 
gentleman cannot escape in that sort of way. If 
that had been the gentleman’s objection, or the 
objection ofgentlemen upon the other side, itwould 
have been very easy to have added to the resolu- 
tien that the present Clerk should remain as Clerk 
until a Post Office appropriation bill could have 
been passed into a law. No, sir, it is a mere 


subterfuge, and no manly escape from the conse- | 
quences of objection to my resolution. That reso- | 


lution was presented to this House in good faith, 
and was intended to accomplish a great good to 


the mail contractors and the mail carriers of the | 


country. In my opinion it was objected to by 
the other side for party purposes. 

Mr. EDGERTON. 
mit me—— 

Mr. REAGAN. | cannot yield further. 

Mr. EDGERTON. 
suggestion, in reference to the organization of this 
Llouse. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Clerk, I have no set 


speech. I do not wish to occupy one moment of 


the time of this House, which will operate tq | 
What I have to say is | 
mainly addressed to the gentlemen with whom I | 
n acting in one form or other for the four | 


delay its organization, 


have 
weeks or more in which we have been engaged 
in & fruitless effort to organize this House and 
proceed with the regular business of legislation. 


‘There would | 
be no jealousies, and that action would not place | 


| understood by all here and by the country. No 
| single party is able to organize the House. 
| Republicans present a plurality, but noi a major- | 


The | 


_ profess allegiance to the Republican party. I say | 


| general tenor and tendency of their doctrines is to 
| promote that partys and to foster, as I have said, 


| stitutional rights of a portion of the 
Vill the gentleman per- | 


I only wish to make a | 
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country$ and what the responsibility which rests 
upon those who by their action have failed to se- 
cure an organization of this House ?—a collection 
of gentlemen selected for their patriotism and for | 
their capacity to conduct public business, and 

charged with the duty of so acting as to secure 
the promotion of the great interests of the coun- | 
try. A state of things was presented upon the 
meeting of the House of Representatives readily 


The 


ity; but the doctrines of that party are such that | 
the members of other parties upon this floor can- 
not, consistently with their views of public duty, | 


| affiliate with them and aid them in electing a | 


Speaker. 
Now, sir, are their doctrines sufficiently objec- | 
tionable to warrant all other political parties here 


| in resisting their efforts to organize the House? It | 
| is presumed, at least, that the members here think 


they are. The conviction exists upon the minds 
of many, and I participate in that conviction, that 
the doctrines of the Republican party—and I speak 
it with all respect to the individual members of | 
that party—are revolutionary in their character, | 


| destructive of the foundations of the Republic, 


calculated to engender and to promote sectional 
hostilities, and, even by the general result of their 
actions, seemingly intended, not only to promote 
sectional hostilities, but to subvert the Constitu- 
tion itself. 
dence of those things which have been so often 


referred to in this House. The fact that a political || 
party should exist, in a country like ours, whichs|| 
| addresses itself purely to sectional interests and | 
| sectional motives; which invokes, by the appeals | 


made in peculiar localities of the country where sla- 
very does not prevail, the worst passions, founded 
upon misrepresentation and aggression upon the 
rights of the southern portion of this Union;a party 
that is aided in its aggressions by denunciations | 
against the South from the pulpit; appeals by the 
most reckless fanatics that have ever disgraced | 
humanity; appeals repudiating and treating with 
scorn the Constitution of the United States, desig- 
nating it as a league with hell and a covenant with | 
death 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man if there is a single political party in this coun- 
try that speaks of the Constitution as a league 
with hell and a covenant with death ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I have said that the party to 
which the gentleman belongs is sustained , fostered, 
upheld, and its claims to public confidence at- 
tempted to be promoted by gentlemen who do 
declare that the Constitution is a league with hell 
and a covenant with death. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman cannot give 
the name of any man in the United States who 
speaks favorably of the Republican party, and 
who ever sane oaks a sentiment. 

Mr. REAGAN. Perhaps I cannot say that 
those extrenfe fanatics to whom I have referred | 








this: that they engage ina general crusade against | 
the institution of slavery which exists in this 
country, which crusade it is the purpose of that 
organization to carry into effective operation; and 
though they may not be recognized as in full mem- 
bership with the Republican party, they sustain 
the doctrines of that party as far as it will go in 
its crusade against the institution of slavery. The 


a sectional jealousy, a sectional prejudice, and sec- 
tional action, intended to operate against the con- 

eople of this 
Union; and the gentleman will hardly ve able to 
escape from the association of those persons by 
saying they are recognized rather as extreme Abo- 
litionists and fanatics than as members of the Re- 
publican party. I can give him a single evidence 
which shows that he would not be borne out in 
his effort so to escape, by directing him to the 
Helper book—a book to which too much comse- 
quence, in reference to its own merits, has been | 
given. That book is indorsed, and its doctrines | 


enunciated, by the men of whom I speak; fanatics, | 


who repudiate the Constitution, who repudiate 
the sacred Scriptures wherever they think they 
give sanction to the institution of slavery. The 


|; war. 


I need not call &ttention to the evi- || 





evidence of the position of the gentleman’s party 


*. 


_ is, that sixty-odd members of the last Congress 


upon that side of the House—and perhaps the gen- 
tleman from Ohio may himself be one of them— 
indorsed and recommended the circulation of a 
book as incendiary, as vile, as calumnious, as 
slanderous of the people of our portion of the 
Union, as anything that ever came from Garrison, 
or Wendell Phillips, or the vilest agitator in the 
Union. They have recommended the circulation 
of that book as a political campaign document, 
intended—and in saying this I‘impute no motives, 
but judge men by their actions—to keep up this 
sectional agitation and excitement. If, then, that 


| party indorse such sentiments, they will not be 


able to escape under the suggestion thata portion 
of those who urge on this aggressive movement 
call themselves Republicans, while another por- 
tion of them glory in the title of Abolitionists. 
As I have mentioned that too much conse- 
quence has been given to the book to which I have 
referred, [ will, though I had not intended to do 
so, mention the point of view in which I think 
too much consequence has been given to it. The 


| book itself has been treated as being calculated to 


stir up insurrection, rebellion, servile and civil 
Now such a book, or any other book, 
which can be written by the ingenuity of man— 
aad certainly there are men capable of writing 
books of more ability—cannot affect the social 
or political condition of the people of the south- 
ern States. The assumption that it can, is a sad 
mistake upon the part of our friends, and shows 
a misapprehension of the condition of public opin- 
ion among the people of the southern States by 
those who suphose so. But character and conse- 
quence have been given to that book by the fact 
thet it stands indorsed and recommended by 
sixty-odd gentlemen honored by seats upon this 


|| floor—gentlemen who must have been selected for 
| their intelligence and their capacity to reflect, 


through legislation in Congress, the opinions of 
the community from which they respectivel 

come. This is what gives that book its signif 
cance, inasmuch as it constitutes evidence of the 
disposition of those who would circulate such a 
document, to violate the equality of the States, to 
violate the rights of citizens, and to disregard the 
common obligations of patriotism and duty which 
rest upon every citizen of this happy land of ours. 
It is only so far as it tends to develop the settled 
purpose #f that party to disregard the obligations 
of the Constitution, the rights of the States, the 


| equality of the people, and the rights of the people, 


that it becomes a dangerous publication. It is 
not dangerous because of its power to produce 
insurrection and civil war in the South. 

I have regretted to hear our friends talk of this 


| book, and of the Harper’s Ferry foray, as en- 


dangering the domestic peace of the people of the 
South; as promoting civil and servile war; as en- 
dangering life and property; as endangering the 
mothers, wives, daughters, old men, and children 
of theSouth. I trust our friends will not say that 
again; and I hope our political enemies will not 
suppose that there is anything in that. Rather let 
us consider itas another evidence of their determ- 
ination to affect the constitutional rights of the 
States of the Union; to affect the durability and 
perpetuity of the Union through this‘instrument- 
ality, or any other which can be brought to bear 
by this party, than as calculated to produce servile 
war in the South, and destruction to life, person, 
and property. Ihave endeavored somewhat to 
understand the social condition of the South, and 
I have endeavored to understand the relation of 
masterand slave. The very foray, to which ref- 
erence has been made, of Brown upon the village 
of Harper’s Ferry, carries with it evidence which 
would find confirmation at the South everywhere, 
that the relation of master and slave is such that 
appeals like those in the Helper book are vain. 

he negroes love their masters in the main. They 
come as near all loving their masters as do men in 
other employments to loving their employers. 
And to-day, I venture the assertion, if such a 
thing be possible as a war between the North and 
the South, and an appeal were made to the ne- 
groes to rise against their masters in the South, 
that four fifths of them would take up arms for 
their masters and in defense of their homes. 
And gentlemen who suppose they would not do 
so, do not understand their condition and the re- 
lations between them and their masters. I know it 
has been supposed—I have seen it in newspapers, 
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1860. 


[ hart heard it in conversation, and possibly: it || rer for such conduct. 


has been enunciated in debate here—that the in- 
stitution of slavery was one which disturbed the 
harmony between ‘the slaveholders and the non- 
slaveholding people in the slave States, and might 
be an element of discord there. 

Now this supposition is based upona total mis- 


understanding of the sdcial condition of our coun- | 


try aad of the feelings, wishes, and interests of 
the people of the southern States. In the single 
district which I have the honor to re present [ im- 


agine that there are two non-slaveholders to one | 


slaveholder, and perhaps a much greater eee 
tion, and yeta proposition to the non-slave 

there to unite in a crusade against the masters of 
slaves would be received with indignation and 
scorn. Theysee there that the misrepresentations 
which mislead people where slavery does not ex- 
ist have no foundation in truth. The y see there 
that masters, especially where slaves are owned 
in moderate numbers, occupy a sort of patriarchal 
relation to the ir slaves, who constitute a portion 
of the master’s family, are cared for in infancy, 


fed and clothed during the years when they are | 


able to labor, and are freed from the care of pro- 
viding for themselves; when sick they 
medical attendance, and when old they are cared 
for comfortably and treated kindly until they die. 
They have less care and less responsibility than 
any class of people on the face of the 
are clothed with the protection of laws. 


This 


receive | 


earth who | 


would be verified to every man who should see | 


the condition of the negroes there; and when gen- 
tlemen come to see the facts for themselves, and 
to understand them, and cease to rely upon preju- 


dice and the misrepresentations of the condition 


of things there, they 
telligently and to speak more intelligently of the 
condition of the slaves of the South, and of the 
relative positions of the slaves and their masters 
and the pe slings between the slaveholders and the 
non-slaveholders. 

Why, I have heard it said that the South is gov- 
erned ny a slave oligarchy. This argues a total 
misunderstanding of the condition of the South. 
[say that you may go tv any southern State, and 
instead of finding a slave oligarchy there, where 
all the offices are held by slaveholders, and where 
the social condition of a citizen is marked by his 
being a slaveholder or a non-slaveholder, you will 
find precisely the reverse to be the case. 1 venture 
to assert that in the State of Texas a majority of the 
office-holders are non-slaveholders; and I will say 
further, that if there are two candidates for an office 
—one a poor man and a non-slaveholder, and the 
other aman of fortuneandaslaveholder—and there 
is no difference in their qualifications, if left to the 


slaveholders, they will vote for the man who needs | 


the office as a means of living. Sir, | could pro- 
duce conclusive evidence of the falsity of the sup- 
position that there exists a prejudice between the 
rich and the poor, the slaveholders and the non- 
slaveholders of the South. 


tion, that, if the South were invaded by any power 


will be able to act more in- | 


}| ating money for these 


I venture the asser- | 


1olders | 


for the purpose of making war, as Helper and his | 
indorsers recommend, between the slavesand their | 
masters, or the slaveholde ‘rs and the non-slave- | 


holders, the non-slaveholders would justas readily 
respond to the call to uphold and vindicate the 
sovereignty of the southern States and the 
of the people as the slaveholders themselves, 
I might go further, but it is not necessary, I 


rights | 


conceive, as such arguments cannot reach pe ople 


whose minds are vitiated by distorted, unnatural, 

unreasonable, and untruthful statements of the 
cruelty of masters to their slaves. It is not to be 
denied that sometimes masters are found who 
are cruel to their slaves. There may be individ- 
ual acts of cruelty; but let me say to gentlemen, 
that in every southern State, so far as I know—, 
and I suppose it is so in all of them—the lives and | 
persons of slaves are as strictly protected by law 
as the lives and persons of freemen. Under the 


penal code of Texas, if an assault is made upon | 


the body of a slave, the man who makes the as- 
sault, unless he be the master of the slave, and 
for the purpose of reasonable chastisement, is 
— to indictment and punishment under the 
aw. 
for murder, just as a man who killed a white man 
would. ‘The master who should cruelly treat his 
slave, or who should refuse to feed and clothe him 


as ke. ought to be fed and clothed, would be in- || 


dicted under the penal code of the State, and pun- 


| TRELL, jthat 


| States. 
| miserable 


+ eyes to th 





That is in Senn beat 
told by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Gar- 
the same law prevails in his State. He 
tells me that men have been indicted and convicted 
there for the cruel treatment oftheir slaves. Lhave 
known them to be thus indicted and convicted in 
my own State. 

I will tell gentlemen further, that where the ques- 
tion of the liberty of a negro is brought in ques- 
tion in the courts—and I have had opportunities 
of witnessing questions of that sort brought be- 
fore the courts in Texas—I have never known a 
case—and | have known half a dozen cases—in 
which the liberty of a negro was brought in ques- 
tion where, if he was a free man, he has not been 
so declared by the courts, and the judgment of the 
court has been enforced and the liberty of the 
negro asserted by the law of the land. Such, I 
apprehend, is the case everywhere in the southern 
But to hear the appe ‘als that are made by 

fanatics, who desecrate the holy altars 
a God by pret nding to minister there, one might 
be led to believe that no justice could be done to 
the negro in the South; that there w as nothing but 
cruelty and injustice there, calculated to sear the 
heart, to harden the conscience, to stifle justice, and 
destroy every feeling of humanity in the South. 

Now, sir, this only shows to us who know the 
truth in reference to this question, that this whole 
crusade rests upon these fanatical appeals, and 
upon absolute and unconditional misrepresenta- 
tion. Why will not our friends who stake the 
existence of this Government, who stake the lib- 
erties of the people, who stake the success of the 
system of self-government over these three mil- 
lion square miles of territory embracing the freest, 
= hk appte st, and the most prosperous pe ople on 

‘arth; why do they, at the risk of hazarding all 
this. assert and reassert declarations like these, 
when they are assured to the contrary by men 
who are at least supposed to desire to spe ak the 
truth, and nothing but the truth? Why will not 
they tell their constituents; why will not they tell 
their deluded followers the truth? W hy , instead 
of spe nding mone y for the purpose of getting up 
€ migrant ud societies, forthe purpose of procuring 
Sharpe’s rifles and pikes, for the purpose of as- 
sisung Brown forays; why, instead of appropri- 
purposes, do not they raise 
money enough to,select a man of honor, 
and veracit y,; in whom they can rely, and send 


him into the slave States of this Union, and obtain 


such information as shall satisfy themselves of the 


truth of the pretended facts upon which their fa- 
natical appeals are made? ‘This would open upa 
lirht that would put a stop to agitation; It would 
take away their political capital. This would 
show thy xist; this would open their 
» truth, and chee k them in theirreckless 
Ww oa they have the means of knowing that 
the information on which their aggressions are at- 
tempted is erroneous. But, 
foreign to the whic h I had when I rose. 


facts as they ¢ 


career, 


purpose 


This is the proposition which | intended to pre- 
sent, and to which IL had intended to invoke the | 
attention of m« aon rs of the House. It will be 
seen from the remarks I have already made, that 
lam not alarm: ‘d, nor dol think the people of 
the South are alarmed, for fear of a servile war 
or insurrection, or from fear of the want of se- 
curity to the lives and persons of the people of 
the South. My alarm is of a different character. 


that alarm should: fe ‘ct every patriot from Maine 
to California; and that alarm is for the mainte- 
nance of constitutional liberty. That alarm is for 


“TI 
sustained, 


truth, | 
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sir, these remarksare | 


I do feel alarm, and I think there are reasons why | 


| the success of this experiment of ours of free self- | 


| if common 


government; and that alarm results from the dan- 
ger which I see threatening the American people 
at this moment, by a wicked, unconstitutional, un- 
reasonable crusade against the Constitution itself, 
and against the rights of a portion of the people 
of this country, bound together by a common 
compact, united together for a common de sstiny, 
justice shall be awarded to all. I 


| know it is asserted by gentlemen on the opposite 


A man who killed a slave would be hung |) to interfere with the institution of slavery in the | 


| States where If that be not their in- | 


| this continual warfare; why so many newspapers || would not assume, and do not assume, 


side of the House, ana ‘I doubt not many of them 


are sincere in the assertion, that they never intend | 


it exists. 
tention, I want to ask them, respectfully, why | 


sustained, 
warfare against slavery ; 
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desecrating the holy temple of God, 
denouncing the Bible and the Constitution of the 
United States, in their reckless crusade against 
slave ry; why so many polite ians sent to Con- 
gress upon this single question of ne era slave ry 
in the States where it does not exist, where they 
have nothing to do with it, and no excuse for ther 
foray upon the Constitution of the United States? 
Why is this? They tell us they desire to pre- 
vent the extension of slave ‘ry in ‘the Territories. 
Well, sir, we of the South are in the habit of 
considering that the Territories are the common 
a rty of the people of all the States of this 
nion. 

We are in the habit of considering the Federal 
Government as the trustes of these peopl for the 
administration of this vast trust estate of ours. 
We are in a habit of considering that, as that 
trust estate belongs to the people of the countr 
those people should not be interfered with dire etly 
or indirectly in the common mutual enjoyment of 
that vast trust fund; and hence it is that we elaim 
the priv ileve of going into these common t: diese. 
and settlirtg down there by the side of the citize 1s 
of the other States, claiming acommon protection 
with them-in the common territories of the coun- 
try. In my own State, property is rogniz zed in 
negro slaves; and we claim the privilege of taking 
that prope rty into that common territor Vv; and of 
enjoying it there while that te rritory remains sub- 


jeet to the trust and administration of the Federal 


Government, and until the people of that territory 
come to form for themselves, by a sovereign act, 
a constitution and State government. 

It is admitted then—I know admitted upon the 
principle which recognizes the revolutionary right 
of destruction of property, and it must rest alone 
upon that mght—that the people of a Territory, 
when they come to be admitted into the Union, 
have the right to exclude slavery. It is a theory 
which, in itself, ought not to be encourared. I do 
not say thatthe pe ney orthese circumstances, 
have not that right; but I simply allude to the fae t 
for the ee of saying that the admis ssion that 
itcan be done, rests wot upon any principle of 
law, not upon any prine iple of common justice, 
unless we take the principle that power makes 
law when in a revolutionary state of affairs; it 
must rest upon the principle of the right of the 
people in forming a government, or in any eXxer- 
cise of sovere ignty ,tode stroy prope rty. And this 
is an eee prince iple. i venture to say that 
sucha prineiple sasagainstany a r prope rity than 
sl aves, would be resisted to the last extremity by 
the very gentlemen who urge not only that the 
States may do it in their sovereign capacity, but 
also that the Territories in their territorial condi- 
tion have the right without a single attribute of 
sovereignty in themselves. 

Mr. GOOCH. Do I understand the gentleman 
to say that the pe ople ofa Te ‘rritory, when the y 
ar a State constitution, have no right to ex- 
clude slavery ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I will answer the gentleman. 
What I say ts this: that the right has been ad- 
mitted by all political parties in the country. I 
say that they have the right; that it is are 
lutionary right, and nota right resting upon law 
or upon natural justice; and when a government 
comes to exercise its sovereignty, and undertakes 
in its sovereign capacity to de stroy that right, 
it departs from a great <a which ought to 
rovern it always. It should proteet the condi- 
tion of socicty when the government was formed, 
and should protect all the property of the people 
which form that government, destroying none 
of it. " 

Mr.GOOCH. lLask the gentleman not for the 
opinion of parties, because | desire to understand 
him. lL understood him to say that, in his judg- 
ment, it was the exercise of a power which ought 
not to be used; and I now wish him to state dis- 
tinetly whether he considers it in accordance with 
the Constitution of the United States for the peo- 
ple of a State, when they adopt their constitution, 
to exclude slavery, or whether he regards it as a 
violation of the Constitution ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I will answer the gentleman 
that the Constitution of the United States does 
not undertake to control the 
their domestic 


but VOo- 


States in regard to 
institutions; and in that sense I 
that the 


keeping up a continual remorseless |, Constitution of the United States has : mythir 1g to 
why so many preachers !! do in forbidding States, in their sovereign capa- 
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city, to abolish slavery. I only mean 
this: that while they may exercise that right under 
the Constitution of the United States, without 


derogation to any of its provisions, they have to | 


do it upon a revolutionary principle, a principle 


which looks to the destruction of property; and | 


that this is against that spirit of common justice 


and common right which ought to animate the | 
action of every people in the formation and con- | 


duct of their Government, that of preserving the 


rights and property of all the people within their | 


limits. 
Mr. GOOCH. 
I understand him to say that the exercise of that 


right 1s in violation of the common principles of 


ustice. Am J right? 
Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. GOOCH. If that be so, then, if I under- 


stand the gentleman, it is ‘also in violation of the | 


common principles of justice to exclude slavery 
from any ‘State in the Union 
exists? — 

Mr. REAGAN. [think that it is not only in 
violation of the common principles of justice, but 
if done by Federal authority a violation of the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. GOO@H. Iam answered. 

Mr. REAGAN. was going to state, when 
interrupted by the gentleman, that the Territories 
were the common property of the people of the 
country—the people of the whole country; and 
that, while the people of the whole country ought 
to have the privilege to go there and enjoy that 


property which was secured to them under the | 


constitutions of the several States, and the Con- 
stitution of the Union, there is no necessity for 
making that question now. When I say that to 
the Republicans, I address it at the same time to 
gentieman upon my own side of the House. 
‘Chere is no necessity of making an issue whether 
slavery shal! zo intothe Territories ornot. Why, 
sir, that question Is now ttled in t 
the Territories of this country. 
in Nebraska, in Kansas, it 
that there shall be no slavery. We of the South 
have no objection to that. Of course, we object 
to territorial leeislation forthe exclusion ofslavery. 
But it is excluded in the Territories | have named 
by the sentiment of the people, if not by the laws 
of interest and of climate. Against that we shall 
make no war. 

in New Mexico, laws have been passed for the 
protection of slavery, and Congress will not at- 
terapt to repeal those laws. The people of that 
‘Territory are satisfied with what has es done. 
We of the South ought to be content, sinee slavery 
is protected there. Slavery to-day exists in Utah. 
‘There is no complaint, sir, that it is insecure there. 
That being so in reference to New Mexico and 
Utah, and the question being settled in reference 
to the other Territories, why ts it, at a time when 
agitation in the States and in Congress cannot 
change the condition of things, that, upon a mere 
theoretical point, the country is to be excited from 
one end to the other? Why cannot we Iet that 
pass by, and go to something practical and bene- 
ficial—something, sir, which can serve the coun- 
try? Why can we not, for a little while, at least, 
give repose from this perpetual, this eternal agi- 
tation on the subject of slavery? If some man, 
in future ages, comes to read the history of the 
days in which we live, if he looks at the proceed- 


reference to 


ings which take place in Congress, he would be | 


induced to think that there was a vast interest in 
this country in negroes, and but small interest in 
white people. It would seem that we have for- 
gotten the vast agricultura! interests that are at 
stake; that we have forgotten the vast commercial 
interests of our people; that we have forgotten the 
great questions of this Government—an adherence 
to the Constitution, fidelity to its compromises, 
and that fraternal good will which subsisted be- 
tween our fathers. Why, then, shall not ques- 
tions of agitation be dropped? I say that to the 
Republicans, and to several gentlemen upon our 
own side. Why shall this agitation be kept up 
between Republicans and other parties? and why 
shall this be a disturbing clement upon our side 
of the House, which prevents us from united ac- 
tion in an effort to defeat that Republican party, 
which we regard as endangering he Constitution 
and the Union? 

Mr. Clerk, I have referred to the fact that they 
have disclaimed any intention to interfere with 
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i ¥ . | 
to say || slavery in the States; and I have referred to the | 
evidence which we have as to their purpose. I | 


| ritories. 


The gentleman will permit me. | 


where it now | 


In Washington, | 
has been determined | 


| to prevent the violation of that 
| the rendition of fugitive slaves from the southern 


have referred to their assertion that the Federal! 
Government ought to prohibit slavery in the Ter- 
I have tried to show that there was no 
necessity for such action now. But I have not 


| given all theevidence of the tendency of that party. | 


If we look to the free States of this country, we 
see what we regard, what the country regards, 
outside of those engaged in the particular meas- 


ures proposed, and what history will regard, asa | 
settled purpose to violate the Constitution of the | 
It is conceded that the Constitu- | 
tion has conferred upon Congress the authority | 


United States. 


to enact the fugitive slave law. Congress, in pur- 


suance of that authority, has enacted such a law. | 


And, sir, I think that it was a wise foresight of 


the framers of the Federal Constitution to require | 


members of the State Legislatures to take a sol- 
emn oath to support the Constitution of the United 
States and the constitutionsof the several States. 
Every legislator of aState in this Union, when he 
enters upon the discharge of his duties, has not 


only to take an oath to support the constitution of | 


his State, but also an oath to support the Consti- 
tution of the United States. The Constitution of 
the United States confers, as 1 have already said, 
power upon Congress to enact a fugitive slave law, 
and Congress, in pursuance of that authority, has 
passed such a law. A number of the States—I 
am told some seven or eight of them—have passed 
laws intended to impede, or utterly to defeat, the 
enforcement of that fugitive slave law. 

Now, sir, | say it in a political sense, with no 
disposition to be personally offensive to any man, 


that I cannot see how a man can take an oath to | 
support the Constitution of the United States and | 
then turn round and vote to violate that Consti- | 


tution. It seems to me to be official perjury. I 
do not know what other designation to give it. 
[ do not suppose it is from a mere love of crime 
that this thing is done; but I am persuaded that 
men can only be urged to the commission of such 
an act by the relentless force of an unreasoning 
fanaticism. Certainly, take individuals to them- 
selves, outside of political excitement, address 
them as men, ask them if this is right, and they 
will tell you in reply that they respect the Con- 
stitution of the United States; that they will not 
violate it. Perhaps, sir, they think that they will 


| not, but we know that, in their political capacity, 


in the State Legislatures, they do violate that 
Constitution which they have sworn to aoe. 


This is another of the evidences of the danger | 
| of the Republican party. 


Mr. CURTIS. The gentleman from South 


Carolina [Mr. Boyce] yesterday, in the course of |! 


his able argument, stated, and the gentleman from 
Texas has repeated the statement, that seven or 
eight northern States had passed laws contraven- 


| ing the statute requiring the rendition of fugitive 
| slaves. } 
| enee to the honorable gentlemen; we do not admit |} 
| They took the children and their pretended own- 


We deny the premises, with due defer- 


that any of the northern States have passed laws 
for the purpose of defeating the constitutional pro- 
vision in reference to fugitive slaves. There have 
been laws passed in the northern States—not in 
the State { have the honor in part to represent— 

as which requires 


States. That | understand to be the intent of the 
laws passed in the free States. It is to secure to 
all their citizens their right to personal liberty. 
They cherish with sincerity the great rights of 


our Saxon ancestors—the writ of habeas corpus | 


and trial by jury. We hold these remedies as pre- 
cious and dear to us, because they secure our rights 
and thevrights of all classes, even the poor and 
downtrodden blacks. We would give them the 
right of the writ of habeas corpus, because it is one 
of the rights we and our ancestors have claimed 
for many generations. 

The writ of habeas corpus, then, has been ex- 
tended to that class for the purpose of preventing 
a violation and abuse of that clause of the Consti- 
tution which requires us to deliver up the fugitive 
slaves who may come among us. I therefore 
deny the point taken by the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Boycr] on a former occasion, and 
now repeated by the gentleman from Texas. We 
are doing no violence to the Constitution itself by 
passing laws in the free States to preventan abuse 
of laws designed to sustain constitutional guaran- 
tees. 





|| of it. 
| that the law is as often violated by pemeee who 
( 
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Mr. REAGAN. Iam perfectly persuaded that 
the gentleman himself will act upon the idea he 
suggests, of good faith to the Constitutian, and 
will rely upon some technical or real objection to 
the execution of the law. He could justify, upon 
similar grounds, any effort of the Legislatures of 
the free States to impede or interrupt the effect and 
operation of the fugitive slave law. It is not, I 
net common that the habeas corpus act 
is brought to bear even for freemen who are fugi- 
tives from justice, and if the gentleman’s theory 
be right, if the writ of habeas corpus must be em- 
ployed in the free States to prevent the return of 
fugitives from labor, it virtually, in the state of 
public opinion which now exists and has existed 
for some time past, amounts to a total denial of the 
master’s right, by involving him in such expense 
and such personal danger as would deter any 
master from enforcing his rights for the recapture 
of his slaves. 

Mr. CURTIS. I hepe the gentleman will not 
misunderstand me. I would not encourage the 
use of the writ of habeas corpus for the prevention 
of the rendition of fugitives. On the contrary, I 
deny that the writ is used for that purpose, and I 
suppose that where any free State has authorized 
the use of that writ, it has been so used to prevent 
a misuse of the fugitive slave law and a violation 
And I tell the gentleman that I believe now 


pretend to hold blacks in service, and who go into 
the free States for the purpose of misusing or 
abusing the fugitive slave law, as it is by persons 
in the northern States in attempting to effect the 
escape of slaves. 

Mr. REAGAN. That response rests upon the 
assumption that the law will not be enforced in 
the slave States in favor of blacks. I have stated 
already how that question has been disposed of 
in the State which I have the honor to represent; 
and I take it for granted that the assumption does 
greatand flagrant injustice to the slave States gen- 


| erally. I believe sincerely, that a negro in aslave 


State, entitled to his liberty, would be as absolute- 
ly successful in vindicating his right, as he would 
ina free State. No man in aslave State would 
dare attempt to take a free negro and hold him as 
aslave. In many of them, possibly in all, it is 


| made an indictable offense to attempt to hold a 


free negro asa slave. But whether that is so or 


| not in all the slave States, I believe the courts of 


justice will as certainly vindicate the freedom of 
a negro in a slave State as in any free State. 

Mr. COBB. I would just here state a case which 
came under my own observation. There were 
some vile citizens in my district who stole two 
free black children. They came to my town, and 


| were suspected of having come into the possession 
| of the children wrongfully. ‘They took the negro 


children into Tennessee and sold them. Some cit- 
izens of my own town and district pursued them, 


| and fortunately overtook them just as they had 


sold the children and were executing a bill of sale. 


ers back to Alabama. The! laws were enforced 
against those men, and they are now in the State 
penitentiary of Alabama, suffering the penalty of 
their offense. That is the way we deal with every 
man who attempts to take advantage of freedom, 
as you term it, in my State; and I assure you, 
that if any individual should go from my State 
into another State, for the purpose of seizing free 
negroes and bringing them into Alabama, we 
would, if we could put our hands upon him, send 
him likewise to the penitentiary. 

Mr.CURTIS. The instance to which the gen- 
tleman from Alabama has alluded, proves the 
necessity of the caution which is adopted at the 
North. If such a thing could occur in Alabama, 
how much more likely to occur in the border 
States. 

The gentleman from Texas is mistaken if he 
supposes the North do not appreciate all the ad- 
vantages and disadvantages of slavery. I tell the 
gentleman we do understand more about it than 
he supposes; and I deny that war is made upon 
slavery in the States where it now exists, espe- 
cially by the Republican ue We have our 
views upon the matter; but I throw back upon the 
Democratic party the charge of a disposition to 
agitate this question for their own political ends. 

The gentleman from Texasasks how many gen- 


| tlemen upon this side owe their seats here to this 
| issue of slavery? I return the question to him, 
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and ask how many upon that side of the House j ple of the slaveholding States, that I refer, as an || Brown’s forays into Missouri, in which he mur- 


owe their positions to this slavery issue? || evidence of the reckless fanaticism which would 
Mr. REAGAN. I will respond, for one, that |} break down and destroy this great political fabric 
I do not. || of ours. I have not anticipated and do not feel 
Mr. CURTIS. I did not suppose the gentle- || disposed to go into a particular investigation of 
man himself did; I know he does not. | the several acts of the several Legislatures. I 
Mr. REAGAN. Ido not undertake to&nswer |} wish, however, to state one fact to the gentleman. 
forall gentlemen with whom I havethe honortoact. || Here are the States of Ohio and Kentucky, sep- 
I wish to say for myself, however, that in the two || arated only by the Ohio river. The Ohio Legis- || 
canvasses of the district I represent, | expressly | lature had its legislation for the purpose of im- 
made it a point to declare in my speeches my || peding the operation of the law for the rendition of 
unconditional scorn of sectional agitation inevery | fugitive slaves. I understand that the last Legis- 
partofthe Union. lalways made it a point to say | lature of that State, under the control of the Dem- 
that I would never advocate a principle in my con- || ocrats—who, looking to the fact that they had a 
gressional district, which I would not fee! it my || common country, a common destiny, and a com- || 
duty to advocate in every State and every town- || mon Constitution, were disposed to respect the 
ship and every district in the United States, as a |} common rights of the people and vindicate them— 
Democrat. I made it a point to rebuke sectional- || secured the repeal of that legislation. I know, 
ism athome. When at home, I fought the bat- || sir, that the newly-elected Governor of that State, 
tles with the enemies of the Unionthere. When | who is a Republican, recommends a revival of 
Iam here, I try to fight the battles for the Con- || those very acts. I see, at the same time, that the 
stitution with the enemies of the Constitution and || Governor of Ke ntucky, in a late message of his, 
Union here. I have never advocated a doctrine in || has declared—and I presume he declared the truth 
my district which a Democrat would not indorse ||} —in a leading State paper of his administration, 
inevery free State ofthe Union. I cannot answer || that $100,000 worth of negroes are enticed away 
forothers. I would to God as much could be said || and stolen from their Kentucky owners annually. 
for one tenth of those on the other side—thatthey || The gentleman from Iowa speaks of the fact 
advocate at home doctrines which they can advo- |; that sometimes efforts are made to perpetrate 
cate everywhere, and which would receive the in- || frauds on free negroes by going into the free States, 
dorsement of every gentleman on thatside inevery || and, under the pretense of acting under the fugi- 
part of the Union. tive slave law, arresting free negroes there. I have 
Mr. CURTIS. There is one point to which I || never known of sugh a case, but I will not dispute 
wish to call attention. . || that he may know of suchacase. Butif he gives 
Mr. REAGAN. I cannot yield just now, as || that as an instance of individual fraud and wrong, 
I do not want to be thrown off the line of my ar- || let me tell him that he will find no law in the 
gument. The gentleman still urges that it is not |) slave States that sanctions that fraud and wrong; 
the purpose of the free States to violate that por- || but he will find laws to protect the liberty of that 
tion of the Constitution which authorizes the en- || negro, and punish the man who perpetrates a fraud 
actment of a fugitive sfve law; but he insists on || upon him. Well, now, there are $100,000 worth 
a provision for the right of writ of habeas corpus; | of negroes stolen annually from Kentucky, as the 
and in insisting upon that right, he insists on a |} Governor of that State asserts. Are there any 
doctrine which, in the existing condition of pub- || laws in Ohio for the pfnishment of the men who 
lic opinion in the free States, denies the right of || thus plunder their neighbors of their rightful prop- 
the master, and goes on the assumption that, if || erty from their own homes? 
the people of the tree States will not vindicate the Mr. CURTIS. The fugitive slave law itself 
rights of negroes who are free, they cannot expect || has the strongest penal provisions in it that could 
vindication in the slave States. I have answered || possibly be made. I can, therefore, see no earthly 
to that, that the courts in the slaveholding States || necessity in the State of lowa for any provisions 
are open for similar purposes, and, in my opinion, || stronger than those in the fugitive slave law. 
the laws in those States would be enforced, with Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Allow me to saya 
as much justice and with as rigorous respect for || word. 
their rights, in the slave Statesas in the free States. Mr. CURTIS. Permit me to go on for a mo- 
I can answer, from my personal observation, that |} ment. The gentleman says that they hav« statutes 
in a number of cases that I have witnessed, the || in the southern States which will secure to free 
laws have been strictly enforced and whenever a || negroes a fair trial. I ask the gentleman if mere 
negro has been entitled to his freedom, I have || color there or elsewhere, under the Dred Scott de- 
never known a een instance in which it has || cision, be not prima facie evidence of his being a 


not been vindicated. But I do not care to con- || slave; and, therefore, if the onus of proof is not 
tinue that line of argument. || thrown upon him at once to show that he is a free 
Mr. CURTIS. One word right there. || man? Now, ifa free man is taken from the State 


Mr. REAGAN. One moment, if you please. | 
I wish to make a remark in this connection, lest 
I might omit to make it hereafter. I have learned 
habitually to respect the opinions of the gentleman j 
from lowa, recognizing in him a man of enlight- || may afford. I do not pretend to say that the 
ened mind, who I do not think would go further || southern people would be disposed to deprive him 
to violate the rights of the people of the South || of it. I do believe that the southern people, as 
than his conscientious convictions compelled him || those of the North, abhor this kidnapping of free 
to go; but he ought to look at this question in the || men; but if there is a necessity for such a law in 
light of existing facts. Now, in the State of Mas- || the southern States, how much more reasonable 
sachusetts they have passed a personal liberty || that the northern States should try to vindicate 
bill. Let me call the attention of the gentleman || the rights of the free negroes against such injus- 
from Iowa to the fact that, under that law, an || tice and violence. I tell the gentleman that there 
attorney who would appear in court to prosecute | are no Jaws of the kind he speaks of in Iowa, but 
the claim of a master to his slave is liable to be || the fugitive slave law itself vindicates all the rights 
te in the penitentiary. Is that to enforce the || of southern men, and I fear is sometimes abused 
abeas corpus act? No, sir; that law which im- |! by some who violate its provisions to the preju- 
poses liabilities upon those who aid in the recap- || dice of free blacks. 
ture of fugitive slaves and others, to which I have | Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I hope the gentle- 
not time to allude now, is based upon an entirely || man from Lowa will now let me ask him a ques- 
different hypothesis than that which the gentle- || tion. I enjoyed the acquaintance of the gentle- 
man suggests, and is for an utterly different pur- || man from Iowa for twenty-five years, and, like the 
pose from that which he has indicated as the real |! gentleman from Texas, [ have confidence both in 
object of the action of the free States. Their real || his head and in his heart. We are now near 
object and purpose is to prevent the return of || neighbors, our districts lying broadside, although 
— slaves to their masters. || a State line separates us. I desire to ask the gen- 
ut even if these acts of the Legislatures of free || tleman, after all the good doctrine he has taught 
States did not show this fact upon their faces, || in his district, if he does not know that General 
there is other evidence of the existence of a feeling || Forbes and John Brown convened and trained 
there inimical to the rendition of fugitive slaves, || their army in his district two years ago? 
and to war directly with the provision of the Con- Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Clerk 
stitution which warrants their return; and it is to Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Wait a moment; l 
this spirit of the people, this defiance of the Con- |) have one more question. I desire to ask the gen- 
stitution, this disregard of the rights of the peo- |! tleman if he does not know that after one of John 


of Ohio, or from lowa, he must prove his freedom 
at some remote point, where he has no friends, no 
counsel, and no opportunity of doing it, except 
that which the generosity of the neighborhood 








dered a slave owner in order to carry off eleven 


| or twelve of his slaves, he traveled through the 
| entire length of the gentleman’s district—more 


than a hundred miles? I ask the gentleman fur- 
ther, if there were any constituents of his who at- 


| tempted to return those negroes, or to return the 


felon who had murdered their master, or if there 
was any law of his State for that purpose? 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Clerk, I will say that we 


. ‘ 
| have in lowa, as they have, I believe, in all the 
| free States, what they callan “ underground rail- 


road,’’ and this man John Brown, as T understand 


| from the testimony taken, had a rendezvous at a 


place called Tabor, in my State. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Yes, sir, Tabor is 
within five miles of my district, 

Mr. CURTIS. TL recollect it was stated in the 
testimony or statements of some of the Harper's 
Ferry convicts, that Tabor was one of the points 
where he had a depot of arms; but the gentleman 
is mistaken in charging that Brewn drilied his 
men there; they were trained, as 1 recollect the 
statement, in the northern portion of his native 
State of Ohio. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. By the way, the 
northern portion of Ohio ts not my native State; 
but I will ask the gentleman if it does not appear 
—not from the testimony taken in 1856, but from 
the letter of Mr. Forbes lately published—that he 
was transported from Boston to Tabor, in the 
district of my friend from lowa, to drill the guer- 
illa parties he was to meet there? 

Mr. CURTIS. I say that there was no such 
drilling done there, although I believe Forbes 
speaks of that as a proposed military rendezvous. 
I think there were some forces from the North 
passing through my district for the purpose ot 
uniting in a foray to be made in or from Kansas 
in 1856. But, sir,asthis question has been brought 
before the House, I wish to bring the matter righ! 
home tothe gentleman. [ask the gentleman from 
Missouri if he did not himself command a com- 
pany of Missourians which went over into Kan- 
sas to drive out John Brown and other free-State 
men? 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I emphatically 
state that I never commanded any company of 
Missourians for the purpose of going over into 
Kansas. I desire to say further to the gentleman 
that I never either fought or voted in Kansas, and 
that I have, as the gentleman knows—and it was 
not at his own promptings that he asked the ques- 
tion—throughout my district protested againstany 
infraction of law in Kansas or out of it. But, sir, 
betore I take my seat I will ask the gentleman 
from Iowa if he does not know that nine negroes 
were stolen from citizens at one time, near Tabor, 
in his district ? 

And I will also state one thine more, that, as 
prosecuting attorney in the circuit in which I live 
in the State of Missouri, I have prosecuted men 
for cruelty to their slaves; and t desire to state, 
for the benefit of the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Witson,] who prompted the gentleman 
from lowa to ask the question which he has just 
propounded 

Mr. WILSON. [I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
I have made no such suggestion at all. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I desire to say, that 
out of the five persons prosecuted by me for cruelty 

| to their slaves, three hailed from the State of In- 
diana. or 

Mr. CURTIS. 1am glad to see that the gen- 
tleman preserves all his good qualities and good 
intentions towards the South and towards the 
North; but I will suggest that he represents a por- 

' tion of Missouri from which a great many forays 
were made into Kansas during the struggle for 
freedom in that unfortunate Territory. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Missouri, just here, whether those Indian- 
ians he speaks of were Democrats or Republi- 
cans? (Laughter. ] 

Mr. CURTIS. I will say here, in regard to 
those nine slaves, to which the gentleman refers 
as having been taken from Missouri—and I am 
glad that he has referred to them—that I did un 
derstand, in lowa andelsewhere, that John Brown 
went from Kansas and madea foray into the State 
of Missouri; and that, in violation of the law of 
that State, he did bring away ten or eleven slaves. 
And, Mr. Clerk, it was,in my judgment, a more 

' flagrant violation of law, and more important in 
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its character and results than the foray which he || within that district. 


made into Virginia. But, sir, if you will trace 
the history of this man John 


find that all his forays and all his eventful career 


began immediately after the repeal of the Missouri | 


compromise, when he went mto Kansas for the 
purpose of carrying out the ambiguous generalities 
of the Kansas-Nebraska law. 


at the battles of Ossawatomie, of Black Jack, and | 


elsewhere. It was there that he learned the use 


of arms and their effects in carrying out such ap- | 


peals to human strife. ' 
from that period until he made his foray into Vir- 
ginia, you will find that he was constantly engaged 
in military operations, induced by the fanaticism, 


If you follow his steps | 


fame, and love of strife which he aequired in the | 


civil wars‘of Kansas. 


It is, therefore, the Dem- | 


oeratic party that should be held responsible for 


opening the door and “initiating these forays and 
raids which have produced such unfortunate con- 


requences, 
Mr. NOELL. 
Mr. REAGAN. 


remarks. 


I desire to ask one question. 


l prefer to proceed with my 


Mr. NOELL. I merely desired to ask the gen- | 


tleman in relation to the habeas corpus acts. 
Mr. REAGAN. Iwill allowthe gentleman to 


ask his question directly. | will state that, when | 


I rose, it was not my purpose or expectation to 
vet up these criminations and recriminations be- 
tween gentlemen of the different sections. My 
only purpose, in alluding to the action of the peo- 


ple of the free States in stealing negroes, was for | 
the purpose of vindicating the correctness of my | 


assertion that the efforts of the free States, in their 
personal liberty bills, their habeas corpus acts, and 
other descriptions of legislation, were intended and 
operated as a violation of the l’ederal Constitu- 
tion, and showed their infidelity to our common 
Constitation and common country. I did not 
expect to enter Into a statement of any cireum- 
stances caleulated to aggravate the feelings of gen- 
itlemen here by reference to individual wrong and 
ageression. — 
Mr. WILSON. 
from Missouri was entirely mistaken in any sup- 
position that the question propounded by the gen- 
theman from lowa [Mr. Curtis] was at my in- 
stance. The only suggestion which I made to the 
sentieman was simply the question whether the 
first of these lawless invasions, of which we have 
heard so much lately in this House, did not com- 
menee within the district of the gentleman from 


I will say that the gentleman | 


Missouri, or at least within the State of Mis- 


souri ? 


Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. 


If the gentleman 


will allow me, I will answer with great pleasure. | 


Mr. WILSON, One word more. [know noth- 


ing in regard to these Indianians of which the gen- | 


tleman speaks. 
are a Constitution-loving, law-abiding people, so 
leng as they remain within the limits of the State. 
Liew far they are corrupted by the evil commu- 
nications of those with whom they associate in 
the gentleman’s district, Icannot tell. Sufficient 
for that. I will say to the gentleman that, so far 
os Lam aware, there has not becn a single viola- 
tion of the fugitive slave law, or resistance to the 
fugitive slave law, within the limits of my State, 
tomy knowledge. I may be mistaken, but that 
is my recollection. 

Mr. NIBLACK. One case did occur six or 
seven years ago, in the northern part of the State 
of Indiana, in which a Mr. Crocker and other men 
were involved; but I have to say, for the credit of 


L believe the people of Indiana | 


my State, that those men were prosecuted, and | 
that judgment was rendered against those who | 


violated the law. That is the only instance. 

Mr. WILSON. The violations, if there are 
any, are so rare that they had entirely escaped my 
recollection: and those that have oecurred are 
seareely worth consideration. 

Mr. COLFAX. Lreside in the town in which 
the ease occurred which has been referred to, and 
1 would like to give my testimony. 


Mr. WLLSON. One word more. There is, 


so far as Indiana and her people are concerned, | 


one thing I desire to state in this connection. I 
knew not how much they have violated the law 


of other States while residents of those States. I | 


know not what their conduct has been elsewhere; 
| only know of their conduct in my immediate 
vicinity, within my district: and Tam only an- 
swerable, if answerable at all, for their conduct 


} 


be || say that under all circumstances, and at all times, | 
jrown, you will || 


And, sir, I am gratified to 


they have to the full extent obeyed the laws of | 


the country. But, Mr. Clerk, 1 do know this to 
be a fact, that from my own county, within al- 


/most a stone’s throw of my own house, I did 
know a citizen of that county to leave the State of | 


He was present || 


Indiana and go to Kansas, a quiet, inoffensive, 
harmless, law-abiding man; and, as I have been 
informed, that, for the simple desire and expres- 
sion upon his part, without interfering in the 
least, in any respect whatever, with the rights of 
other veople—for the simple declaration that he 
desired Kansas to be a free State—he was willfully 
and cruelly murdered. That man’s name was 
Allen Stillwell. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I know nothing 
about the fact just stated by the gentleman from 
Indiana, in reference to the murder of one of 
his constituents; but I have no doubt that if he 
will compare dates he will find that that murder 
took place after John Brown had, in cold blood, 
taken out of their houses and murdered four or 
five peaceable inhabitants of the Territory of Kan- 
sas,and after murdering them had mutilated their 


\| 





bodies within a hundred rods of their residences. | 


Mr. WILSON. 


I can only state this, that at 
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through it, but still without any legal warrant or 
certificate. They passed through the town ot 
South Bend, going south. The people of that town 


| supposed that they had not acted in conformity 


with the law, and they rallied and brought them 
back before a judge of unimpeachable integrity 
and chdracter. That judge, sitting in the court- 
house of the town, decided that, the claimants 
having no writ to hold them, these persons were 
notlegally intheircustody orkeeping. Anattempt 
was then made to arrest them legally, and in the 
excitement which would naturally ensue in a com- 
munity not so friendly to the institution of slavery 
as to concede that persons could be carried off 
without certificate or warrant or anything else, 
from one State to another upon the mere volition 
of any party choosing to take them—in the melee 
and excitement which ensued the negroes escaped. 


| The oe charged with aiding in their escape 


| were 


»rought before the United States court, and 


| by the severe ruling of that court damages were 


| law of the land. 


a Bn 
no time or at no place inthe ‘Territory of Kansas | 


was he connected, directly or indirectly, with 
John Brown. 
Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. That may be so. 
Mr. Clerk, I desire to say that I have the high- 
est opinion of the people of Indiana, and that 
it affords me pleasure to say here, I regard that 


State as the soundest and most national northern | 


State in this Union. 
Mr. COLFAX. Let me say a word. 
Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Wait a moment. 


I have alluded to the fact, sir, that I was obliged || 
to prosecute three Indianians for cruelty to their | 


servants. I did not mean to say by that, that the 
Indiana people were a crueleople. l only wanted 
to convince gentlemen who never have gone, and 
never will go, to look at the thing as it exists, 
that Indianians made better border ruffians than 
we did. [Laughter.] 

Sir, while I say that I was obliged, before one 
of the most rigid judges now in this Union, for 
he gives the act in special charge to every grand 
jury, to prosecute five persons for cruclty to slaves, 


| | want to add to that remark just here, that cru- 


elty to slaves is a very uncommon occurrence. 
Here were only five cases in five years. I will 
say further te the gentleman, with the high opin- 
ion L have given of his State—having lived a good 
portion of my manheod north of Mason and Dix- 
on’s line, and some fifteen years since then south 
of that line, | know the masses better, | appre- 
hend, than the eentleman—I will venture the as- 
sertion that if the gentleman will get the statistics 
of his county in Indiana and of my county in 
Missouri, he will find as many white men in his 
county who are cruel to their white servants as 
he will find slaveholders in my county who have 
heen cruel to their slaves. Why, sir, the man is 
further down in society in my district, as much 
detested, as much driven out from among gen- 
tlemen in good society, who will not protect his 
slaves, who is crucl to them, as any man in In- 
diana or anywhere else who may be guilty of the 
most flagrant and degrading conduct. 

Mr. WILSON. I certainly hope so. 

Mr. COLFAX. I wish to make a remark in 
reference to the case which has been stated by my 
colleague. He alluded to a case which occurred 
at South Bend, and | will give my testimony. I 
was conversing at the time of his allusion with 
an honorable member in the lobby, and did not 
hear the discussion. I reside at the town of South 
Bend, where this alleged rescue took place. I was 
not present at the time; but, sir, I know the his- 
tory of the-case, and | will give it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I cannot yield any further. 
I do not know what the case is that is referred 
to; but I do know that it is foreign to the object 
I have in view. 

Mr, COLFAX. I will be brief. Mr. Clerk,a 
party of persons from the South, with their friends, 
went to an adjoining county in the State of Michi- 
van, and at midnight, withanta certificate, or war- 
rant, or any other legal authority, took and tied 
a party of black persons who they claimed were 
their slaves. They came out of the State of Mich- 
igan into the State of Indiana, and were passing 








| 


obtained against them under the fugitive slave 
law for the assessed value of the slaves; when 
they were only attempting, honestly, to have these 
ren act in accordance to what ve believed to 
xe the commonest principles of justice and the 
They have been suffering from 
executions upon their property ever since. - I feel, 
sir, that at the bar of God they would not be hela 
guilty for what they have done. They brought 


| those persons back, not by a forcible act to turn 
| them loose, but to takeMthem before a judge sitting 


there to decide the question whether they were o1 
not legally held; and it being decided that they 
were not, ascene of confusion ensued, aggravated 
by the extraordinary manner in which they had 
been carried off from Michigan without writ or 
warrant, and they escape 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missoufi. Were they not con- 
victed under the law? 

Mr. COLFAX. Judgmentwas rendered against 
them for the value of the negroes, under the rul- 
ings of the United States court. 

Mr. NIBLACK. My only object in referring 
to the case was to correct the statement made by 
my colleague; In the State of Indiana there is, and 


_ always has been, a disposition promptly to punish 





any who shall attempt to violate any of the laws 
of the land 

Mr. CURTIS. I was asked if anybody in lowa 
had attempted to prosecute John Brown. I[ do 
understand that he passed through the State of 


| lowa with slaves which he took from the State of 


Missouri; but he did so clandestinely. He did 
not show the slaves, but kept them covered up in 
wagons. He went to Tabor, the place ofall others, 
in my district, where the people would be most 
likely to sympathize with the slaves, and where 
they are most extreme in regard to this question 
of slavery; but they uniformly disapproved and 
denounced the conduct of John Brown, when he 
made that foray into Virginia. 

Mr. REAGAN. To return from this desultory 
debate, I desire to inquire whether all the ele- 
ments which have been acting against the Repub- 
lican party were justified in continuing their 
resistance to that party, and to the organization of 
this House, with the ultimate purpose of inquir- 
ing if there were no means by wile this com- 


mon purpose could be put into execution. We 


| have been drawn into a colloquy which relates to 


individual transactions, and especially in refer- 
ence to misdoings by citizens of the two sections 


| of the Union; but I shall not refer to them exten- 


sively. I have no idea of going into particulars, 
but only of referring to those great, general, lead- 
ing facts which impress the public mind as to the 
condition of political sentiments among the Re- 

ublicans in the free States. It has been urged 
~ the gentleman from Iowa, in excuse for im- 
peding the execution of the fugitive slaye law, 
that the free States have done it only in vindica- 
tion of the writ of habeas corpus. I propose to state 
some facts to show that some other motives must 
have actuated them than a mere desire to vindi- 
cate the writ of habeas corpus. The gentleman 
from Ohio has spoken fairly for himself, as I 
stated before, but there is an incident which seems 
to have escaped his attention. To that I wish to 
call his attention. I learn that lately the supreme 
court of Iowa liberated a slave who was pursued 
by his owner, from a man who properly attempted 
to capture him. An appeal was taken to the 
Federal Court, and the Federal Court reversed the 
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judgment and sent its mandate back to the: su- 
preme court of lowa, and that court refused to 
execute the mandate of the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

Mr. CURTIS. That was in Wisc onsin. 

Mr. REAGAN. I beg the gensleman’s par- 
don. I stand corrected. This is cumulative upon 
the evidence I before presented, and is a startling 
disclosure as to the tendency of this party to rev- 
olution, and to an utter disregard of constitutional 
rights and constitutional liberty. 

“Mr. LARRABEE. Will the gentleman allow 
me to interrupt him one moment? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. LARRABEE. I presume my colleagues 
upon the other side of the House did not hear 
what the gentleman said in reference to the action 
of the supreme court of Wisconsin. I ask him 
to repeat his statement again, in order that they 
may hear it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I said I have been informed 
that the sapreme court of Wisconsin liberated a 
fugitive slave; that an appeal was taken by the 
owner to the Federal court; that the judgment was 
reversed by that court, and a mandate sent to the 
State court commanding it to execute the decree 
of the United States court, and that that court 
failed and refused to execute the mandate of the 
Federal court to return the slave. 

Iam also informed—which, of course, would be 
presumed from the fact, without spec ial informa- 
tion—that that supreme bench of Wisconsin is 
composed of Republicans. I was going on to say 
that this was another of those startling disclosures 
which indicate how far that party intends to go, in 
disregard of the Constitution and of the compacts 
of the Union. When members of the Legis!ature 
can deliberately férswear themselves; when they 
commit official perjury by passing laws with the 
intention of revoking and de stroying the provis- 
tons of the Federal Constitution; when men, se- 
lected not only for their general intelligence, but 
with reference to their fitness, by integrity and 
learning, to administer faithfully the laws, distrib- 
ute right and justice to all men, secure the rights 
of person and property, will attempt to di fy the 
Constitution of the United States, and refuse to 
execute the mandate of a court having the legal 
and constitutional right to direct their action in 
reference to the rendition of a fugitive slave—when 
men will do these things, it seems to me the most 
striking case of reckless disregard of constitutional 
obligation which has yet occurred. 

Mr. LARRABEE. It is true that the judges 
of the supreme court of Wisconsin are Re publi- 

eans; and I will cheerfully yield to my colleagues 
be longing to that party to correct the gentleman 
in the. statement he has made in connection with 
that court. 

Mr. REAGAN. I presume they do not desire 
to make the correction. 

Mr. POTTER. I did not exactly understand 
my colleague; but, if I correctly comprehend his 
remark, he asks that some explanation may be 
made by his colleagues in reference to the pe si- 
tion held by the supreme court of Wisconsin, in 
relation to the fugitive slave law. 

Mr. LARRABEE. The gentleman from Texas 
made a statement in reference to an adjudication 
in the supreme court of Wisconsin. That ga 
ment was not quite correct. In making it, he, 
the same time, said that those judges were Re sci 
licans, and cast, by some remarks, censure upon 
that court for its action. Is 
more properly due to my colleagues upon the 
other side to vindicate that court, if vindication 
there may be, than to myself. 

Mr. POTTER. 
consin needs no defense, nor is this the proper 
tribunal in which to defend that court. Iwas not 
sent here to defend the action of the supreme 
court of Wisconsin. The action of that court is 
before the country, and the decisions of that court 
are recorded. T hey have decided that the fugi- 
tive slave law is unconstitutional, and the People 
of that State—I spec ak without reference to party— 
agree to that decision. 

Mr. REAGAN. Am I correct in saying see 
they refused to obey the mandate of the Feder: 
court? 

Mr. POTTER. The Federal court never had 
jurisdiction of that case; it was decided by the 
supreme court of Wisconsin. 


The supreme court of Wis- | 


And even if the | 


simply felt that it was | 


| sire In relation to that matter, and I will show him | 
| and this 

Wisconsin, without respect to party, have sus- | 
| tained the action of the 


if 
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of the Fedex a“ court to revise a decision of the 

court of Wisconsin, that court has a 
ent for taking that course. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to be informed as to | 
a matter of fact. Do Il understand the gentleman 
to take a distinction between the right to juris- 
diction in the Federal court and the & reise of | 
jeunes tion by that court? Did the Federal court | 
exercise jurisdiction either rightfully or otherwise 
in revising and reversing the decision of the court 
of Wisconsin ? 

Mr. POTTER. the Federal court never 
had the case at all. They never got possession of 
it. It never was certified up from the supreme | 
court of the State of Wisconsin to the United States 


suprenie 
‘ 


No, sir; 


court. ‘The supreme court of Wisconsin refused 
to certify the cast up. 
Mr. REAGAN. ‘ThenI am to understand that 


the *y refused to obey the mandate of the Supreme 
Court of the United States direc ting them to cer- 
tify the case up? 
Mr. POTTER. 
Mr. REAGAN. 
tement; 


ion does 


Yes, sir; they did. 
I was incorrect, then, in my 
but the gentleman will see that his 
not change the position of the 
court wih reference to its utter disregard of the 
authority of the Constitution of the United States. | 
i was only mistaken as to the facts, and not as to 
the animus which governed the court. | 
Mr. LARRABEE. 
was not quite accurate in his statement in regard 
to this case in the State of Wisconsin. The su- 
preme court of that State did not liberate a fugi- 
tive slave, but it liberated a man who had rescued 
from the United States authorities a fugitive slave. 
The supreme court of the State of Wisconsin de- 
cided the fugitive slave law to be eer 
and it refused finally to certify this case by writ 
of error to the Supre me Court of the U nited States. 


first st 


correct 


Under the lawof Congress providing for just such | 


an exigency, a transcript of that record was pro- 
cured by the United States district attorney for 
Wisconsin, and filed of record in the Supreme 
Court of the United States. That court unani- 
mously took jurisdiction of the case; decided the 
fugitive slave law, unanimously, to be constitu- 
tional; and issued a mandate, on that decision, to 
the supreme court of the State of Wisconsin, and 
that court has refused to carry out that mandate. 
That refusal, it is just for me to say, has resulted 
simply from the court being e qually divided. One 
of the three members of the court, an 
justice, had been counsel for this man Booth, and 
could not sit in the case. The chief justice of the 
c oust, a Republican, app yinted to fill a vacancy 
by the Re} ublican Governor of the State, wished 
to a an mandate << Supreme Court of the 
United States, and fie filed an able opinion setting 
forth the right of the Supreme Court to jurisdic- 
tion in the case. The 
fused to obey the mandate, and, of 
motion was denied. 

I will add, still further, as an evidence of Re- 
publican sentiment in that State to-day, that every 


associate 


other associate 


course, the 


Republican paper that I have seen from that time | 


to this has raised its voice against the reélection 
of this Republican chief justice at the election 
which is to take place next spring, because he 
was willing to obey the mandate of the Supreme 
vee of the United States. 

1 will say further, in re p! ly tomy collearue upon 
the other side, that it is not true—and 1 do not 
know where 
that the people of the State of Wisconsin, irre- 
spective of party, have sustained the supreme 


| court of that State; and I would like to know upon 


what basis he founds such an opinion. 

Mr. POTTER. At the proper time—and I do 
not consider this the proper time—I will give my 
collearue the information which he seems to de- 
House 


that the People of the State of 


supreme 


State, 

Mr. LARRABEE. Last spring we had 
election for an associate justice of that court. ‘The 
Democratic party nominated William P. Lynde, 


who place d himself distinctly in antagonism to the 
adjudication of the supreme court of the State. 
The Re public ans nominated Byron Paine, the 
attorney of Booth, the man who rescued the fugi- 
tive slave. They elected him, it is true, but both 


supreme court of Wisconsin had denied the right || parties were arrayed, the Democratic party on the 


The gentleman from Texas | 


justice re- | 


he could have got his information— | 


court of that | 
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side of the Constitution and on the side of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, as the authorita- 
tive exponent of congressional laws and the Con- 
stitution and the Republican party in opposition 
to it. We were defeated then, but mark me, next 
spring we shall not be defeated. 

Mr. STANTON. Allowmea single moment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will yield to the gentleman 
to make any necessary e xpl ination. 

Mr. STANTON. Itis for an explanation in 
regard to the refusal to permit the mandate of the 
Supreme Court of the United States to go upon 
the journal. I will simply say that the supreme 
court of the State of Wisconsin has the authority, 
for that action, of all the Democratic judges of the 
supreme court of Ohio, who refuss d to enter the 
mandate of the Supreme Court of the United 
States to the supreme court of Ohio, reversing the 
decision of that court in regard to the constitu- 

| tionality of a tax law. That is the position ofthe 
Democratic party of Ohio on that question-—that 
they will not recognize the appellat penuee tion 
of the Supre me C a of the United Stat 

Mr. REAGAN. 1 did notantic pate ihe imntro- 
duction of these questions, and [ do not propos 
to enter into a discussion of them now. | desire 
to say that Lam obliged to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin for correcting my statement of facts 
I spoke from information which I had received. 
It certainly was not my purpose to misrepresent 
the position of the supreme court of Wisconsin. 
Nothing was further from it. I only wanted to 
present what l understood to be their action as 
one of the evidences of the disposition o f the Re- 
publican party to disregard the ir duty to the Con- 
stitution of the United State: While, however, 
I stand corrected as cheuhens of the ease 
| sented, | was not mistaken as to the influences 
and principles which actuated the court, 
their disregard of their obligations to obey the 
Federal Constitution and the Federal courts acting 
by authority of law under a clause of the Federal 
Constitution. That, not changed by the 
explanation which has been made. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Clerk, the gentleman from 
Texas, tn the indictment which he has draw 
against the Republican party, has filed a op cial 
count against the Republican party of Massachu- 
setts; and in order that he may have the full ben- 
efit of the faets—for he seems to be as much at 
sea in reference to the facts in Massachusetts as 
he does in Wisconsin—I venture to state to him 
that, when he says that the Republicans of Mas- 
sachusetts have passed law providing that an 
attorney who appears in behalf of the claimant of 
a fugitive slave shall be sent to the penitentiary, 
he is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. REAGAN. Let me ask the gentlemana 
question. 

Mr. DAWES. Wait a moment, and I will 
rive you all the information you desire in refer- 
ence to the State of Massachusetts. 

Mr. REAGAN. 1 would ask the gentleman if 
the law does not impose a penalty upon an attor- 
ney who appears for the claimant of a fugitive 
slave? 

Mr. DAWES. None atall. There was alaw 
passed in the St at. of Massachusetts ne Ep this 
penalty upon an attorney at law! that if he ap- 
peare din behalf of a claimant under the fae tive 

| slave law, his name should be stricken from the 
roll. This is brought as a charge against the Re- 
publican party of Massachusetts. I desire to say 
to the gentleman that that law was passe dbva 

iL evislature that had not a Republican ia it; and 
I desire to say to the géntleman further, that the 

| first time the Republicans of Massachusetts had a 

| Governor and a majority in the State Legislature, 
they repealed that provision. 

It is due, however, to Massachusetts that I 
should state here, that Massachusetts has endeav- 
ored, by legislation, ever since the passage of the 
fugitive slave law of 1850, and she will continue 
to do se as long as she is true to herself, to pass 
all rules, regulations, and laws that shall be neces- 

sary to secure to every man w ho comes within her 

jurisdiction, whatever may be his color, class, or 
condition, the right of trial there, in that jurisdic - 
tion, whether he be a free man or a slave. 

Mr. REAGAN. Let me ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts one question to see if I un- 
derstand him. Does the gentleman undertake to 
| Say that if a fugitive from justice, a white man or 

|| afreeman yeseapes from anothef State of the Union 
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into Massachusetts, that, upon the requisition of || torney at law to appear for him, and prosecute 


ithe Governor of the State where the offense was 
committed, they would claim the right to detain | 
that fugitive from justice and try him in Massa- 


chusetts? 1 


Mr. DAWES. Iam not talking about fugi- 
tives from justice. I am speaking of fugitives 
from slavery, treated of in another clause of the 
Constitution. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman then an- | 
nounce here that in Massachusetts negroes are to | 
have more rights than white men? | 

Mr. DAWES. I mean to say that the State of 
Massachusetts will protect men in their efforts to 
try the quesuion there whether they are freemen 
or slaves. 

Mr. REAGAN. Does the gentleman say that 
in his State negroes have more rights than white 
men? 

Mr. DAWES. No, sir; no more and no less. 

Mr. REAGAN. Why not; when he says that | 
the negroe#shall have the right of jury trial, which 
the white man shall not have? 

Ms. DAWES. I say that any man in Massa- 
chusetts who claims to be a freeman can com- | 
mand, if arrested, the writof habeas corpus—the | 
right to have it ascertained by the courts of Mas- 
sachusetts, under which he lives, whether he is a 
freeman or not. Beyond that, Massachusetts has 
never gone by her legislation; and he who charges | 
upon Massachusetts Republicans, or upon any 
of the constituted authorities in Massachusetts, 
that they have ever stepped beyond that, does it 
because he does not understand the facts of the 
case. ° 
Mr. REAGAN. Istand corrected, of course, 
so far as the knowledge of the gentleman enables | 
him to correct the statement | made. But it is 
apparent, from the statement of the gentleman him- 
self, that penalties have, under their laws, been 
inflicted upon counsel who should appear in the 
courts of that State to vindicate the rights of the | 
man who claims property in his slave there, But | 
the gentleman says that that law is not charge- 
able upon the Republicans. Well, sir, that 
would depend very much upon what he calls Re- | 
IUMILCANS, 

Mr. DAWES. I mer ly desire to correct the | 
I have no wish to excuse or palliate 
any action of the Republicans in Massachusetts, | 
or to detract one iota of the known public senti- 
ment in the State of Massachusetts. 

Mr. REAGAN. Oh! I suppose not. 

Mr. DAWES. Massachusetts stands to-day 
up to the exact position where she has ever stood 
in this country. She takes no step backward. 
Bat, sir, she will allow every man within her 
limits, no matter what may be the extravagance | 
or injustice of his claims, the right of counsel. 
It is her shield; it is her cardinal point. It is 
the crown of her position that in Massachusetts 
every one, no matter what his claims may be, 
shall have the right of counsel; nor will her courts 
deny justice to any one. It is written on her 
shield and on the seal of her court—she * will 
neither sell nor deny justice to any one.”’ 

Mr.REAGAN. I understand the gentleman’s 
facts and his reasoning not to agree very well. 
The gentlemarrfirst says that the Republicans of 
titat State repealed the law passed in the Legis- 
lature of the State of Massachusetts, by some gen- 
tlemen who were not Republicans, striking from 
the roll such attorneys as should appear to vindi- 
cate the right of slaveholders to their slaves in her 
courts. He then comes forward and announces 
that Massachusetts occupies her original position, 
and never takes a step backwards. 
to know if the repeal of the law I have referred 
to, is not, by negative action,a very decided step 
backward from the high position of Abolitionism 
in Massachusetts? 

Mr. DAWES. 
with pleasure. 

Mr, REAGAN. I ask the gentleman what 
party it was that passed that law? 

Mr. DAWES. The American party. [Laugh- 
ter.) It was before the Republican party was | 
formed. The gentleman asks me if Massachusetts 
has not taken a step backward. My answer is 
that I think she has taken steps forward. I think 
it is the better securing to every man within her 
limits—whether he be slave or whether he be slave- 
catcher—I think it is better securing to every man 


gentleman. 


1 will answer the gentleman 


I should like || 


| the Whig party have gone to the Republicans, and 


| ative party in that State, largely in the minority | 


| tion of his integrity. 





| 


his claims in the courts of that State. 

Mr. HILL. As I always feel some interest in 
whatever concerns the American party, I desire 
to know of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
what has become of that American party in Mas- 
sachuset® which had the temerity to pass a law 
that was too stringent even for the Republican 
party of that State ? 

Mr. DAWES. Well, Mr. Clerk, it is difficult 
for anybody to tell certainly what has become of | 
it, for they almost all of them deny that they ever 
were members of it. But 1 will give the gentleman 
my opinion what has. become of it. When the 
party was formed about half came from the Dem- | 
ocratic party and half from the old Whig party. 
In Massachusetts, generally, thie whocame from 


| 


those who came from the Democratic party have | 
gone back to their first love. [Laughter.] 
Mr. HILL. Will my friend answer me what 


Mr. DAWES. Yes,sir; Mr. Banks has thought 
better of himself and the country, and has gone to | 
the Republican party. He and Governor Bout- 
well, and several other glorious spirits ip Massa- | 
chusetts, are like ** brands plucked from the burn- | 
ing.’’ [Laughter.] That great file-leader of the 
American party, its Governor, and the only Gov- | 
ernor of the State the party ever had, is now in 
full fellowship with the Democratic party, and 
sings to-day the peans to the Constitution and the 
Union of which we hear so much at Washington. 

Several Members. Who is he? 

Mr. DAWES. Governor Gardiner 

Mr. HILL. Perhaps this is as good a time as 
any to state a fact which came within my own 
knowledge, and to which I have sometimes al- 
luded. ‘I'he gentleman alluded to a distinguished 
personage formerly Governor of the State of Mas- 
sachusetts. While he was in that office, I give 
him credit for some conservative acts; and I may 
be pardoned, humble as I am, for quoting on this 
oceasion some advice which I once kindly gave 
that distinguished functionary. The tide of anti- 
slavery sentiment was sweeping over the State of 
Massachusetts. Mr. Gardiner was then Governor 
of that State. I appealed to him, Standing in the 
position which he occupied, I would have given 
ten ordinary lives if I could have been placed in 
his situation, just to say to that old Common- 
wealth, demented as she was about slavery, that 
I would lay down a conservative basis to her, 


and tell those inconsiderate politicians: ‘* If you || 


choose to fasten your miserable heresy upon the 
country for the sake of political power, take back 
your bauble, your executive chair, from me. I 
refuse to hold it at the expeffse of justice to the 
southern States of this Union,” Ay, sir, it 
would have made him a fame in this Union, if he | 
had done it, second to none living. I tried to urge | 
him up to that point. I did not know what had 

become of him politically oflate. The gentleman | 
from Massachusetts says he has taken refuge in | 
the Democratic party. Ifhe has, it is evident that | 
he has dene it as a conservative man, because he 
could not go with your extreme majority in that 
State; he therefore went over to the only conserv- 


then; and, mark me, that fact isa strong vindica- 
It is rare that any man, 


| except for his adherence to principle, ever aban- | 


_of them then declared that they came into the 


| notsuccee 


in Massachusetts his rights, to permit every at- | 


dons a majority to go intoa minority. The thing 
is almost unknown in the history of politicians. | 

The gentleman talks about Massachusetts Amer- | 
icanism. I have seen somewhat of that American- 
ism myself; and I say to gentlemen on this floor | 
to-day, that I see men belonging here, and in the | 
other end of the Capitol, whom I have met as 
Americans in former days, and they gave early 
indications then of what their purpose was. Some 


American party to abglitionize it; and if they could | 
j in that, to destroy it. It was this pur- 
pose that carried the party by the board in Mas- | 
sachusetts. A few men stood aloof from it, and | 
Governor Gardiner was one of them. He would 
not go to the extreme point; but the party, sir, 
did go over to free-soilism, which, in its results, | 
is about equivalent to abolitionism. 
Mr. DAWES took the floor. 
Mr. HILL. Did I understand the gentleman 
to say that Governor Gardiner was engaged in 
singing peans to the Constitution? Was that the 
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‘| language? Or was it that he was singing peans 


emocracy and the Constitution? hich 


was it? 


Several Members. 
Union. : 

Mr. HILL. Is it, then, matter of complaint 
that anybody sings peans to the Constitution and 
the Union; that anybody acknowledges his fidel- 
ity to this glorious Union under the Constitution? 
Strange reproach! If made against any man, let 
me say that I would glory in being that man. 
Such an accusation brings no disgrace, but honor. 


Mr, REAGAN. I do not like to interrupt this 


The Constitution and the 


| colloquy, but I do desire to proceed with the re- 


marks I have commenced. 

Mr. HILL. I did not expect to make any 
speech to-day, and what I have said has been 
drawn out by remarks made by other gentlemen. 


| What became of the American party in Massa- 


chusetts? That is the question which has been 


j ‘| asked. The American party of Massachusetts, 
has become of Mr. Banks? 1} 


like much of the American party of other north- 
ern States, has, I know, fallen back upon anti- 
slavery sentiments. That, sir, is one of the rea- 
sons why I indicated, the other day, the necessity 
for the formation of a new party. I have already 
consumed much of the time of the gentleman from 
Texas, and I do not feel justified in further trench- 
ing upon him. But I will say that, looking to the 
violent antipathy which divides the two great par- 
ties, the Democratic party in the South and the 
Republican party in the North, and which pre- 
vents the organization of this House, the occasion 
has arisen, and patriots from every section of this 
country should avail themselves of it, to bring the 
good, conservative, Union, Constitution-loving 


| men of all parties up, and swear them upon the 


altar of the country to form such a party. Let 
them tear away the party bonds that now fetter 
them. Let those bonds go as did those of the 


| American party of Massachusetts; but, sir, do not 


| 
| 
| 
| 





| 


| 
| 
| 


let them fall back upon anti-slaveryism. Let them 
sing peans to the Constitution and the Union, as 
was said by the gentleman. Let those good ele- 
ments come together, and let them form a party, 
if you choose, outside of any existing party 
nomenclature. Let patriots unite upon one great 
national basis of pure administrative Government 
and fidelity to the Constitution and the laws. Do 
that, and you can have your House organized; 
and never, in my judgment, till you get men’s 
minds up to that point, will you be able to accom- 
plish an organization. 

Who stands ready here, sir, for the nonce, to 
throw aside his party shackles? I say for my- 
self, American as I am, that I am willing to allow 
my principles to remain in abeyance; that I am 
willing to be instrumental, as far as I can in my 
humble way, to inaugurate a new party, that shall 
embrace every conservative element of the coun- 
try, and give peace and harmony to this distracted 
land. That is my desire. Who will come upand 
join me in this good work? I must say that, with 
my experience, I am afraid to trust the Americans 
of Massachusetts. I do not know where they now 
stand. Is the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes] an American? [Laughter.] 

I have heard talk of lodges. I am not one of 
those who became familiar with lodges. That is 
a term I never heard until I came here. I always 
loved light rather than darkness, and it has never 
been my nature to conceal any principle I have 
ever entertained. I joined the American poy 
and one of my first acts in connection with that 
party was to urge, in a State convention commit- 
tee, that it should be made an open party. I did 
this that all the world might see its action. I 
thought that its general principles were good and 
salutary for the country; and even now, sir, badly 
officered and managed as it has been, there is still 
a vast amount of intelligence, patriotism, and 
actual benefit to the country, still left with it. It 
stands here in this Capitol, ready to unite with 
the conservative elements of the country upon a 
proper basis, at the proper time. Let the Democ- 
racy lay aside their proscriptive panes and 
you of the Republican party had better do the 
same thing, for I think that the signs admonish 
you that the handwriting foretelling your down- 
fall as a party is upon the wall, and that you will 
not be able to go through the next fall elec- 
tions. 

Mr. KILGORE. The doors are open, and we 
will take in the mourners. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. HILL. 
doomsday, and I will never enter. The party I 
am with is good enough for me; and so long as 
parties exist as they now are, I shall remain with 
it; I shall go nowhere else. If there 1s a consti- 
tutional party to be organized in the country, as 
1 have said, [ stand ready to unite with those men 
who will turn aside from the existing party divis- 
ions, and come up to join that party. Many of 
those men I agree with, and many of them con- 
eur with me in my Americanism. Let them for- 
sake their prejudices and do this, and great good 
will come to the country. I have but aavord 
more to say. As for the Americans of Massa- 
chusetts, | have no doubt, in their heart of hearts, 
that they now regret that they ever resorted to 
the miserable humbug of slavery agitation, and 
thus destroyed their party upon that isolated idea. 
Slavery agitation is unworthy the support of any 

ortion of the people of this land. I speak what 

know of the old Whig host, many of whose lead- 
ers now sitas Republicans in this House, when I 
say that in their very souls they sigh for the pure 
days when, under the peerless banner of Henry 
Clay, they went out to battle, and there was 
none of this wretched talk about slavery to be 
heard. [Applause in the galleries.} You would 
come back to that party if you could; then tear 
down the black flag of anti-slaveryism, and once 
more be as in the haleyon days of old, when na- 
tional principles guided you, and thousands and 
tens of thousands at the South welcomed you to 
their arms as brethren. We would do so again. 
Throwaway this worthlessagitation, as uaworthy 
of you, and unite with the nationa! men of the 
South, and all other sections. I know how you 
feel; and you can afford to do it. | appeal to you 
by every motive of patriotism and policy to do it. 
Policy with politicians, lL know, is a thing which 
will not be disregarded; and policy itself, in thun- 
der tones, appeals to you to take the step. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman from Texas 
yield to me a moment? 

Mr. REAGAN. I will. . 

Mr. COX. I have only one word. The other 
day, when a colloquy occurred between the gen- 
tleman from-Georgia [Mr. Hitt] and myself, I 
understood him to say there was no special union 
between the Americans and the Republicans. I 
wish to make a few observations, to prove what 
{ said the other day, and it may assist my friend 
in organizing the House. A gentleman over the 








way [Mr. Dawes] said there was no difference | 


in Massachusetts with respect to either the black 
man or the white man; that they were treated 
alike; that no more rights were given to the white 
man than to the black, and no more rights given to 
the black man than to the white. Now, my friend 
from Georgia [Mr.-H1iLi}] may remember, and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] will 
remember, that the Massachusetts Legislature, 
with the aid of all the Republican votes there, and 
in spite of the opposition of the Democrats in that 
Legislature, passed a law submitting an amend- 
ment to the Massachusetts constitution to the 
~eople, which provided that no adopted citizen 
should be a voter in that State until two years after 
he became a citizen of the United States. And 
I will say to the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
Hix,]} just here, that the American element in 
that State of Massachusetts must have united with 
the Republican element to bring about such an 
amendment. I know the Republicans are ina 
large majority in that State. But it was carried; 
and now just look at it. 
of things in that State? Your negro runs away 
from your plantation and goes to Massachusetts, 
and after one year’s residence there, he is a voter 
by law,and may even marry a white woman. He 
goes to Massachusetts, and in one year becomes a 
citizen, while a white man from abroad has to re- 
main in that State seven years in all—five years 
for naturalization, and two years afterwards—be- 
fore he can become a citizen of the United States. 
The white man, then, who comes from abroad is 
at a disadvantage there, compared with the negro, 
of about five ears; and in order to be placed upon 
an equality, he must be dipped into the nitrate of 
silver and come outall black. (Laughter.] Then, 
and not till then, is he on an equality with the 
black man in Massachusetts. 

Such is the law and constitution of Massachu- 
setis as it now exists. 








You may keep them open until 


What is the condition | 


xis According to the law of || 
Massachusetts it is a positive disadvantage and || 





misfortune to be a white'man there—a disadvan- 
tage of five or six years to be a white man in that 
State of equality, where these humanitarians re- 
side, and where they love the human race with- 
out respect to caste or color. Where does that 
leave my friend from Georgia, [Mr. Hiti?] He 
finds out that there ie a complete uniofi or thor- 
ough merging of the Americans and Republicans 
there. I know my friend from Georgia cannot 
approve of it; but he will recollect what I said the 
other day: that there was a difference between the 
Americans North and the Americans South, when 
you come to analyze their principles. Here you 
see it illustrated in Massachusetts. Lam not sorry 
to have had a discussion spring up in consequence 
of the remark of the gentleman, [Mr. Dawes.} 
Now, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Hivr} 
can perhaps see a basis upon which to organize 
this House. 

Mr. HILL. I would say to the gentleman 
from Ohio, that Massachusetts is not so remark- 
able as he imagines, perhaps, as a community in 
which the white man is at a disadvantage with 
the black man; for I tell the gentleman, with all 
candor, that such is the condition upon some of 
the plantations in the South. I know of many 
instances in the slave States where men have 
spent their lives in merely taking care of black 
people. I did not suppose that Massachusetts 
would put them at a disadvantage; but | know 
and feel that what he says js too true. 

Massachusetts and South Carolina are the two 
States, of all others im the Union, which have the 
best systems of Americanismyin operation. | 
have no complaint to make of | lassachusetis for 
adding those two years to the term required under 
the Federal statute, if she sees fit to do so. She 
may have seen a necessity for it. Such a neces- 
sity may not occur in the district of the gentleman 
from Ohio, but it may in other portions of his 
State. As for the discrimination in favor of the 
black man, I have no sympathy with it, certainly 
none; and I hold that Massachusetts degrades 
herself in putting the negro on an equality with 
the white man atall. When a community does 
that, however, it should not stop half way, but 
should give them all the rights which belong to 
the highest of the community. They should be 
consistent. Iam for keeping them in their proper 
places. If you had all of them that are now in 
the South, you would soon wish them back again, 
and you would be compelled, some day or other, 
to expel your negro population. In making up 
your free-State votes you have managed very 
adroitly in bringing in the members of the old 
Whig party, and possibly in getting a great many 
from the Democratic party. And if you (the 
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Republicans) should succeed to the administra- 


tion of this Government, you may expect to see 
recrults coming to you in accelerated numbers. 


Mr. REAGAN. I will now yield to the gen- 


tleman from Massachusetts for a brief explana- | 


tion, and no further. 

Mr. DAWES. 
from Texas for this indulgence, that I might cor- 
rect a misstatement the gentleman has made, for 
I know his desire to treat this subject fairly; and 
when he draws up his indictment against the 
Republican party, I know he desires, as [ do, that 
it should contain nothing but facts. But passing 
that over, I will say a few words to the gentle- 
man from Ohio, and I have this to say: if he does 


not understand the politics of Ohio any better than | 


he does those of other States which he has given 
expositions of, from time to time, upon this floor, 
[I wonder how he succeeded in getting into Con- 
gressat last. Let me tell him about that amend- 
ment of the constitution of Massachusetts; and, 
in that connection, I will reply to the interroga- 
tory of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Hitt.} 
I never did belong to the American party. I re- 
spect very many men in that party, both North 
and South, as pure patrioisgas there are in this 
Union; but I never could subscribe to some of its 
doctrines. There are two schools of politics in 
this Union. I belong to that school which makes 
no distinction among men, which believes that 
this Government was instituted for men of what- 
ever clime, condition, or complexion, and that it 
was ordained to secure his inalienable rights of 
‘* life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.” 


Mr. REAGAN. 


that we cannot discuss two questions at a time. 
Mr. DAWES. Now, sir, it is true that the | 


I am obliged to the gentleman 


I suggest to the gentleman || 
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State of Massachusetts did — an amendment 
of her constitution such as has been referred to, 

following, in this respect, the example of South 

Carolina. It was recommended orginally by that 

same Governor to whom my friend from Georgia 

(Mr. Hint] has alluded, [t is true that it was 

opposed in the Legislature by the few Democrats 

who were there; but it was adopted by the Legis- 

lature and submitted to the people. And, sir, J 

have to say this, that when it was thus submittec 

the entire Democratic party of Massachusetts staid 
away from the polls, and refused to come out and 
help that part of the Republican party of Massa- 
chusetts which believes as | do, in voting it down. 

If we could have got fivathousand of the forty 

thousand Democratic soul in Massachusetts 
to have joined with us, this blot upon the fair 
escutcheon of Massachusetts would never have 

been there. 

Mr. HILL. You look upon the Democratic 
party of Massachusetts, then, as having got to be 
pretty fair Americans? 

Mr. DAWES. I have this to say—and it is in 
connection with what the gentleman said in re- 
gard to my remark about singing pzans to the 
Union and to the Constitution. He expressed 
great surprise at hearing such a remark from me, 
and said that he should glory in having it said of 
him. Ihave no doubt he would, because every 
body would know that when he sang pwans to 
the Constitution and the Union he meant it from 
the bottom of his heart. .No one has more re- 
spect for the gentleman from Georgia than | have. 
L have witnessed his course here in Congress, and 
| know that he acts from sincerity of motives and 
from the honest convictions of his heart. But, 
sir, the men who sing peans to the Constitution 
and thefUnion in Massachusetts, I know also. I 
know that Governor to whom the gentleman has 


| > : . e ry 
referred. I have served with him in that old Whig 


party, about which the gentleman has said so 
much, so properly and so worthily here. So long 
as that Governor of Massachusetts could bask in 
the sunshine of popular favor in Massachusetts, 
no man would go further than he would in edu- 
cating Massachusetts up to the point where she 
now stands. He soughtthe nomination for Gov- 
ernor in the first Republican convention that ever 
was held in Massachusetts, and when he failed 
to get that nomination, he turned his back upon 
all his past professions and all his principles, and 
now he goes into Faneuil Hall and undertakes to 
make our southern friends here believe that he is 
really more for the Union than other men in Mas- 
sachusetts are. And there is Caleb Cushing, who 
began his public life by getting out of bed at mid- 
nightand dictating for the Abolitionists (not for the 
Republican party of Massachusetts) au abolition 
letter, [laughter,| and who has boxed the compass 
in politics all the way round and all the way down 
to the position he now occupies as a libeler of 
Massachusetts. [Renewed laughter.] He, too, 
goes into Faneuil Hall, and undertakes to berate 
Massachusetts, the latchet of whose shoes he is 


| not worthy this day to unloose, because he is not 


sincere, and knows better than to bring the foul 
charge of disunion against the mother who bore 
him. Massachusetts knows who Is sine« rely for 
the Union theres who will fight for the Union, 
who will spill the last drop of blood in defense of 
the Union, whoever shall be elected President of 
the United States. I join with my frend from 
Georgia in singing peans to the Union, and Mas- 
sachusetts knows hes l am sincere in it, as she 
knows that all her delegation in this House are 
sincere in their devotion to the Union, and to the 
Constitution too, and to all the compromises and 
obligations of the Constitution, because they be- 
lieve and know that the fulfillment of them is con- 
sistent with the security of every man’s rights, 
be he white or be he black, be he foreign or be he 
native, North or South. 

Now, I want to know if the gentleman remem- 
bers how a distinguished Massachusetts man was 
served in South Carolina when he was appointed 
by the Governor of Massachusetts to go into that 
State, and, by the forms of law, seek in the courts 
of South Carolina to try the question whether in- 
dividuals, citizens in Massachusetts, had the rights 
of citizenship which are guarantied to them by tlie 
Constitution of the United States, under a law of 
South Carolina which a justice of the Supreme 
Court of the United States had declared to be un- 
constitutional, and which the Attorney General of 











the United States had declared to be unconstitu- 
tional? Does he remember how that gentleman 
was driven from the borders of the State? 

Mr. REAGAN. I really cannot permit the 
gentleman to go into this new subject. 
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Mr. McQUEEN. ‘That subject has been so | 


often referred to in this House and the Senate that 
I do not fee! called upon to reply to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, further than to say thatwhen 
that gentleman, Mr. Hoar, whom I suppose he 
alludes to, was sent to South Carolina to interfere 
with the institutions of the State and with an act 
of the Legislature, passed for the protection of our 
citizens against the emissaries of Abolitionists at 
the North, and the layygling of free negroes to in- 
terfere with them, Mf. Hoar was invited to leave 
and made to leave; and South Carolina will act 
similarly when anybody comes from your State 
for a similar purpose, or from any other State. 


Mr. DAWES. No doubt you would. 


Mr. REAGAN. I must object, I repeat, to the | 


introduction of a new subject. 
Mr. DAWES. I will not dispute with the gen- 


tleman from South Carolina as to what was the | 


object of his State in passing that law. That is 
their business, and not ours. I will only say that 
Virginia, during the last year, has followed the 
example of Massachusetts, and appointed a gen- 


tleman to go to New York to contest the rights of | 


her citizens in the courts of New York. But when 
Massachusetts selected one of her noblest sons, 


and he went to South Carolina, deporting himself | 


decenUy and quietly there, as became a good cit- 


izen, seeking in the courts of that State to try a | 


question which had at least doubt aboutit, as the 
Attorney General-of the United States had pro- 


nounced the law unconstitutional, and a justice | 


of the Supreme Court, residing in South Carolina, 
had given there an opinion that it was unconsti- 
tutional, he was invited, as the gentleman from 


South Carolina is pleased to say, and compelled | 


to leave the State. And yet that gentleman and 
his associates upon this floor complain of Massa- 
chusetts, and bring charges against her that she 


will not let southern men come into her courts |! 


and assert their righis. Those charges, sir, have 
no foundation in tact; all the courts of Massa- 
chusetts are open to every man, be he from the 
North or from the South. 


A word further to the gentleman from Ohio, || 


{Mr. Cox.] While | have heard him before to- 
day assail this provision of the constitution of 


Massachusetts, to which reference has been made | 
here, | have never heard him say anything about | 
a similar provision in the constitution or in the | 


laws of South Carolina. What is the reason? 
Mr. COX. 
of South Carolina. 


to, and it provides that no man, whether he be a 


native or an adopted citizen, shall be a voter in | 


South Carolina until after two years’ residence. 
It makes no discrimination against adopted citi- 
zens or Whitemen—none. The gentleman seems 
to impute to me some ignorance with respect to 
matters connected with the laws of other States. 
Yet he does not dare say that | have misstated the 
amendment to the consutution of his State, or the 
effect of Massachusetts law allowing the negro to 
vote after one year’s residence only. 


‘That provision is not in the laws |! 
I have read the law referred | 





He himself | 


says this amendment is a blot upon the escutcheon | 


of Massachusetts. If it be so, then there is no 


equality between white and black in his State; for | 


the white man is placed beneath the negro! But 
the gentleman says, further, that he cannot under- 


stand how it was that I happened to get into Con- | 


gress with these mistakes ofmine. I hardly know 
whether he means to apply the remark to me or 
to my constituency. All I have to say about it is 


this: that the Union and the Constitution is the || 


watchword with us; and when the gentleman calls 
in question the sincerity and patriotism of such 
men as Cushing and Everett, all I have to say in 
reply is, that if the Union-loving and Constitu- 
uon-loving sentiments pronounced by these gen- 
tlemen at their Union meeting were to strike in 
upon the brain of the delegation on this floor from 
lett there would run a fitof catalepsy 
through the whole delegation. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. HARDEMAN. 
Texasallow me to say a word in reply to the gan- 
tleman from Ohio? 


Will the gentleman from | 


} 


Mr. REAGAN. I cannotyield the floorfurther. | 


Mr. HARDEMAN. What I have to say is | 


to a certain extent in the nature of a personal ex- 


it 
i 


| Black Republicans. 
| no warrant in point of fact. 





, planation. If I understood the gentleman from 
Ohio correctly, he makes the assertion that the 
South Americans on this floor are in alliance with 
the Black Republicans. 

Mr.COX. Mr. Clerk, I said the other day that 
there was a closer affinity between them than 
between the South Americans and the Democrats; 
and I believeit. Andnow I willsay just here, that 
before this Congress met, I saw he tichmond 

Whig, one of the organs of the South Americans, 


IONAL GLOBE. 


express a strong desire for an organization of the | 


i saw the 
ournal, in the Balti- 


A gen- 


House by a union of the i oem 
same thing in the Louisville. 
more Patriot, and in Brownlow’s paper. 


tleman from Baltimore,now on this floor, also was | 
If this | 
advice had been followed, and had the affair of 


reported to have favored such a union. 


John Brown at Harper’s Ferry not happened, 
there would have been such a union this day in 
the organization of the House. 

Mr. REAGAN. 
further interruptions. I took the floor this morn- 
ing for the purpose of trying to do some good; 
but these interruptions have certainly for their 
object the defeat of that purpose. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. 1 will say to the gentle- 


man that my object was to accomplish no such | 


thing. 
Mr. REAGAN. I cannot yield further. 
Mr. HARDEMAN. One word further. Isay 


to the gentleman from Ohio, in behalf of those 


with whom I act, that there is no alliance, and | 


never has been, between us and the Black Repub- 


licans; that whenghe charge is made it should be | 
denied; and that, as an humble representative on | 


| this floor of the southern Opposition, I am here 
to say, so far as I am concerned, that the charge 
is false. 


Mr. COX. Allow me to say that 1 have not 


charged that a union has heretofore been com- | 


pleted between the two parties. I said that, by 
the Richmond Whig, the Louisville Journal, and 
other organs of the party, you were urged to do 
| so; and it has been stated that, if it had not been 
for the Harper’s Ferry affair, you would have 
accomplished that organization. But, sir, I am 
willing to say that there are certain gentlemen 
| upon this floor, South Americans—and I include 


cans in any event. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. Then, sir, I am satisfied, 
and have nothing more to say. 

Mr. Matuonry, Mr. Boreter, Mr. Harron, 
| and several others, rose to speak. 

Mr. REAGAN. I am sorry that I cannot yield 
the floor, but I cannot give way further. With 


all respect, I will say to these gentlemen that my | 


object in obtaining the floor this morning was to 
say something for the purpose of promoting the 
| organization of the House; but, by these inter- 
| ruptions, indiscretions have been permitted which 
gentlemen ought not to have indulged in. These 
interruptions are especially unfortunate, in so far 
| as they have given rise to quarrels between Amer- 
_ieans and Democrats which, if they desire to pre- 
| serve the Constitution of the country, should have 
| been avgided by them. 
ing this purpose—and I trustall will concede that 
it is a patriotic purpose—that I cannot permit fur- 
ther interruptions in the midst of my speech. 
Mr. MALLORY. What I have to say will, I 
trust, facilitate the object ofthe gentleman’sspeech. 
1 do not want to embarrass the gentleman. 
Mr. REAGAN. Ifthe gentleman hasany mat- 
ter personal to himself, I will yield cheerfully. 
Mr. MALLORY. Itisinpartpersonal. The 


alliance prior to the assembling of this Congress, 
| between the Opposition party of the South and the 
say that that assertion has 
Ilsa 
ville Journal, and I believe the Richmond Whig 
represented that there was a large and patriotic 
yarty which had elected their members to this 
louse, not called by the name of Republicans, 


I must positively decline any | 


the gentleman, my friend here, [Mr. Hitt]—who, | 
|| I believe, would not have united with the Republi- 


It is with this view, hav- | 
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| be an effort upon the part of those gentlemen to 

unite with our friends to organize the House; but 
| when they gave in their adhesion to the nominee 
of the Republican party, all possibility of a doubt 
upon the subject was removed. 

I will also remark before I take my seat, and 
my friend from Texas will pardon me for the ob- 
servation, that when gentlemen here make charges 
that the Americans in the North and in the South 
_ hold diverse sentiments, it would be well for them 
to recollect that there is some difference among 
Democrats at the North and South. I will ask 
| the gentleman from Texas himself, whether he 
does not entertain opinions in relation to the pow- 
ers of Congress, and in relation to the powers of 
squatters in the Territories, over the subject of 
slavery, which those with whom he voted for Mr. 
Bocock, of Virginia, did not entertain, and which 
that gentleman himself [Mr. Bocock] does not 
entertain? 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not want this matter to 
be broughtinto my speech. The gentleman must 
see that it is foreign to the purpose of my speech. 

Mr. MALLORY. I beg the gentleman’s par- 
| don. I will not interrupt him further than to say 
im relation to those elected by the People’s party 
in Pennsylvania and New Jersey, that they have 
to some extent not disappointed my expectations, 
but have displayed a magnanimity and patriotism 
for which I commend them. These gentlemen 
have come up to the aid of our friends by giving 
their votes for a southern man from the State of 
North Carolina, and the Democrats refused to 
give us that aid. 

Mr. BOTELER. With the permission of the 
gentleman, | wish to say one word, and buta 
single word. I desire, sir, in the name of the 
ninety-five thousand Whigs of Virginia, and who 
have no voice to speak for them upon this floor, 
to say that there never was an hour when anv 
considerable portion of them, in that old Cem- 
monwealth, contemplated any alliance with the 
| Republicans of the North for any purpose; and, 
Mr. @lerk, if the Richmond Whig ever did give 
utterance to such a suggestion, I say that it did 
| not speak for the Whigs of Virginia—that it spoke 
for itself. It spoke for itself; and the sentiment, 
if uttered in the terms of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Cox,] must have been repudiated by 
every man in Virginia. I am sure that it was by 
the Whigs of Virginia; for, sir, there never was 
an hour there when the Whigs of that State could 
by any possibility, for any purpose, affiliate with 
the Republicans of the North. I could have 
hoped, too, that the action of their Representative 
upon this floor would have spared them the charge, 
even by implication, which comes from the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. COX. So far as the gentleman is con- 
cerned, I freely award to him the most perfect in- 
tegrity of purpose; and 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I object to further inter- 
ruption of the gentleman from Texas. 

r. COX. I understand, from those around 
me, that my remark as to the Louisville Journal 
is correct. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I must arrest the gentle- 
man from Ohio. 

Mr. COX. Let the gentleman show his war- 
rant of arrest. {Laughter.] 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I think that this imter- 























gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] has charged that | 
the Louisville Journal, a paper published in the | 
_ commercial emporium of my State, proposed an | 


that the Louis- | 


ane in the States of Pennsylvania and | 


| New York, and on the assembling of Congress, 


it was intimated that the southern Opposition 
might unite with this patriotic party for the or- 
ganization of the House. I came here with the im- 
pression existing upon my mind that there would 


locutory discussion has gone far enough. 

Mr. HATTON. Mr. Clerk, I have not ad- 
dressed the House guring this session, and it was 
not my purpose to do so until after the organiza- 
tion. I feel it to be due to myself, however, as 
an individual, to make a single remark. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. ae stated, a moment 
since, in his grave opinion, that had it not been 
for the recent foray at Harper’s Ferry, myself 
and my party would have been in alliance with 
the Black Republicans upon this floor. Do I un- 
derstand the gentleman correctly? 

Mr. COX. I said simply what everybody here 
heard, that the organs of your party advised such 
aunion. I said that I could prove it; and, sir, | 
am ready at any time to prove it. : 

Mr. HATTON. I ask the gentlemar what it 
was exactly that he said. - 

Mr. COX. I made no personal application of 





| 


‘| my remarks to any gentleman upon this floor. 


| Mr. HATTON. Then there is nothing be- 


i 


| tween us. i . 
| Mr. COX. I will put the gentleman right, if 
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